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Important Notice: ' The Board intends that Commlttee Meetings
will 'constitute the time and place where the major discussion
and deliberation of a listed matter will be initiated. After
consideration by the Commlttee, matters requlrlng .Board action
_w1lﬂ be placed on an upcoming Board Meeting Agenda.

Discussion of matters on Board Meeting Agendas may be limited
if the matters are placed on the Board’s Consent Agenda by the
Committee. Persons interested in commenting on an item being
considered by a Board Committee or the full Board are advised
to make comments at the Committee meeting where the matter is
considered.

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WILL BE CONSIDERED ON TUESDAY, DECEMBER 7,
1993 AT 10:00 A.M.:

1. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF

. Po.Dc..

THE CONTRA COSTA COUNTYWIDE INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN

2. CONSIDERATION OF PETITION FOR REDUCTION IN THE DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF BISHOP, INYO COUNTY AND THE
' UNINCORPORATED COUNTY OF INYOQO
".
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CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTION OF EMERGENCY REGULATIONS REGARDING
CITY, COUNTY AND REGIONAL AGENCY SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENTS AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENTS

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE STATUS REPORT
DOCUMENT FORMAT

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING THE
DEVELOPMENT OF GUIDELINES FOR SUBMITTAL OF DOCUMENTATION FOR
BASELINE DIVERSION CREDIT FOR RESTRICTED WASTES

CONSIDERATION CF THE MODEL FOR PREPARING A NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS AND PUBLIC COMMENTS
ON THE WEIGHT/VOLUME CONVERSION FACTOR STUDY FOR IN-VEHICLE
AND IN-PLACE WASTE DENSITIES

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WILL BE CONSIDERED ON THURSDAY, DECEMBER 9,
1993 AT 10:00 A.M.:

8. CONSIDERATION OF USED OIL RECYCLING BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
FUNDING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 1993/1994

9. CONSIDERATION OF APPLICATION PACKAGE FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT
USED OIL OPPORTUNITY GRANT PROGRAM (OPPORTUNITY GRANTS)

10. CONSIDERATION OF USE OF WASTE-DERIVED MATERIAL FOR
ALTERNATIVE DAILY COVER (ADC) AS IT PERTAINS TO DIVERSION
MANDATES AND WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANNING REGULATIONS

11. COPEN DISCUSSION

12. ADJOURNMENT

Notice: The Committee may hold a closed session to discuss

the appointment or employment of public employees
and litigation under authority of Government Code
Sections 11126 (a) and (q), respectively.

For further information contact:
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento, CA 95826

Catherine Foreman
(916) 255-2156




California Integrated Waste Management Beocard

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Deqember 7, 1993

AGENDA ITEM #1 o N

ITEM: Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adeguacy
of the Contra Costa Countywide Integrated Waste
Management Plan

BACKGROUND :

Public Resources Code (PRC)41780 requires every city and county
to adopt and submit waste management plans to the Board for
approval which detail how each jurisdiction plans to achieve the
diversion mandates of 25 percent reduction of solid waste
disposal by 1995 and 50 percent by year 2000 through source
reduction, recycling, and composting activities. Specifically,
each jurisdiction must draft and adopt a Source Reduction and
Recycling Element (SRRE), a Household Hazardous Waste Element
(HHWE) , and a Non Disposal Facility Element (NDFE). In addition,
the county must adopt a Countywide Siting Element and a
Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan, and a majority of
the cities representing a majority of the population within the
County, must also adopt these countywide documents. The locally
adopted final SRREs,' HHWEs, NDFEs, the Countywide Siting Element,
and the Countywide Summary Plan are combined to become the
Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP). . Contra
Costa County is the first county in the State to submit their
Final Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan (CIWMP} to the
Board for approval.

Contra Costa County submitted their preliminary draft CIWMP and
Siting Element on September 18, 1992. Board staff made a
presentation to the Planning Committee and Board in December of
1992 to discuss the County’s progress in the planning process.
At that time, the County was looking for assurances that, in the
absence of permanent regulations, the Board would accept their

- final CIWMP for review, and that the review be based on statute

and draft regulations available at the time the final CIWMP was
drafted. 1In addition, the County had asked to be exempted from
the requirements of PRC 41730, et seq. which would take effect in
January of 1993 and require each jurisdiction to draft and adopt
a Nondisposal Facility Element. The Board agreed to review the
final CIWMP based on statute and final regulations existing as of
January 1, 1893, thus requiring that the jurisdictions draft and
adopt Nondisposal Facility Elements (NDFEs) required by the
passage of AB 3001.

This Plan represents the first such Countywide Integrated Waste
Management plan the Board has received to date. Statutory
changes enacted by the adoption of AB 440 require that
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jurisdictions submit final SRREs and NDFEs to the Board
separately from the HH@ES, Siting Element and Summary Plan.

Contra Costa County has 18 incorporated cities within its
boundaries. The County has evolved into distinct wastesheds

which nearly correspond to existing planning regions. Within the

County ‘there are two sanitation districts: the Delta Diablo
Sanitation District, representing Pittsburg, Antioch, and a
portion of the unincorporated County; and the Central Contra
Costa Sanitation District, representing Orinda, Moraga, Danville,
and Lafayette. The cities of Walnut Creek and San Ramon entered
into an agreement with the Central Contra Costa Sanitation
District for the preparation of planning documents. In addition,
there are several Joint Power Authorities (JPA’'s) in the County:
The West Contra Costa JPA representing El Cerrito, Hercules, San
Pablo, Pinole, Richmond, and a portion of the unincorporated
County; The Central Contra Costa Waste Management Authority
representing Orinda, Moraga, Danville, Lafayette, Walnut Creek,
and San Ramon; and the Countywide Solid Waste Management
Authority which all jurisdictions are members except Richmond and
Pittsburg. The Countywide JPA is currently being re-structured to
more clearly define the Countywide issues to be dealt with, and
to delineate responsibility for implementing, monitoring, and
reporting on Countywide programs.

The jurisdictions drafted and adopted NDFEs as they had
_previously done for their SRREs and HHWEs. After each
jurisdiction approved the Siting Element and Summary Plan as
required by PRC 41760, all adopted planning documents were
forwarded to the County for inclusion in the CIWMP and delivered
to the Board for review and approval or disapproval on August 25,
1593 at the Beoard meeting in Los Angeles. According to PRC
41800, the Board is required to review and determine the adequacy
of a SRRE, HHWE, NDFE, or CIWMP within 120 days from the time it
receives a final element. The Board must either approve or
disapprove the element or plan {(PRC 41800 (a), 41800(b), 41802).
The approval or disapproval must occur at a public hearing. If
the Beocard does not act to approve or disapprove a CIWMP submitted
for review within 120 days, the CIWMP shall be deemed approved.
The 120-day period for Board action on Contra Costa County'’'s
CIWMP expires December 25, 1993. Consequently, this item is
being scheduled for the December 15, 1993, Board meeting.

When final planning documents are submitted to the Board for
approval or disapproval, the submittal must. include proof of
notice of public hearings conducted to receive comment from the
public as required by PRC 41793 and Title 14 of the California
Code of Regulations (CCR) 18766; resolutions from the
jurisdiction’s governing body (City Council or Board of
Supervisors) adopting the documents as required by PRC 41000 and

£
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Title 14 CCR 18784; proof of compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and comments from the Local
Task Force (LTF) as required by Title 14 CCR section 18784, The
Board has 30 days to determine the completeness of the submittal
and notify jurisdictions if there is information missing. Not
all the required documentation was submitted, and Board staff
worked with jurisdictions in obtaining the necessary, and legally
mandated, documentation. By mid-November all 'the required
supporting documentation was submitted. ' )

If the Board disapproves any jurisdiction’s SRRE, NDFE, HHWE,
Siting Element, or CIWMP, the Board must issue a Notice of
Deficiency (NOD) to that jurisdiction as required by PRC 41810.
The Board is required to notify the jurisdiction within 30 days
of the its decision. A NOD for all element disapprovals would be
igsued to the applicable jurisdictionmn. The NOD must include
specific deficiencies of the element and specific recommendations
.on how to correct the deficiencies. Within 120 days of receipt
of the NOD, the jurisdiction must correct the deficiencies,
readopt, and resubmit the document to the Board, pursuant to PRC
41811. :

If an element submitted to the Board for final review includes a
claim for the diversion of any excluded waste types specified in
PRC 41781.2 (inerts, scrap metal, white goods, or agricultural
waste) within their 1990 base year diversion claim, the Board
must notify the jurisdiction pursuant to PRC 41801.5 within 60
days of the 120-day timeframe if we intend to exclude these waste
types from their claim. The Board may adjust a jurisdiction’s
base year diversion claim if there is insufficient documentation
to substantiate the claim. PRC Section 41781.2 (¢) states that
the four waste types may not be counted towards a jurisdiction’s
base year rate of diversion unless the jurisdiction demonstrates
that all of the following criteria have been met for each
excluded waste type claimed:

1. The material was diverted from a permitted disposal facility
through an action by the jurisdiction which specifically
resulted in the diversion.

2. Prior to January 1, 1990, the material was disposed of in
the quantity being claimed as diverted.

3. The jurisdiction continues to implement source reduction,
recycling, and composting programs as described in the SRRE.

If a jurisdiction receives a Notice of Deficiency due to excluded
waste types in their base year diversion claim, the jurisdiction
may submit additional information not included in their final
SRRE to substantiate that the material was diverted from a
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permitted solid waste facility, and which satisfies the criteria
specified. The jurisdiction will have 60 days after Board action
to .submit the additional -documentation. Upon receipt of
additional information from the jurisdiction, the Board has 60
days to evaluate the new information and determine if it complies
with the criteria specified in PRC 41781.2. If it is determined
that the documentation is insufficient, and the element '
disapproved, the Board must issue a NOD. The NOD must detail the
specific deficiencies and recommendations for revising the
element to bring it into compliance.

Based upon the Board’s determination, the jurisdiction has 120
days to correct the deficiencies, readopt, and resubmit the
element to the Board. If the jurisdiction is unable to resubmit
the SRRE within 120 days, the Board has the prerogative to extend
the deadline pursuant to PRC 41811.5. If a jurisdiction’s
reviged SRRE or CIWMP is still deemed inadequate by the Board,
the Board must conduct a public hearing and take testimony on the
element and deficiencies identified by the Board. After )
conducting the public hearing, the Board may consider imposing'
administrative civil penalties up to $10,000 a day pursuant to
PRC 41813,

ANALYSIS:

A comprehensive analysis of each jurisdiction’s SRRE, HHWE, NDFE,
and the Countywide documents can be found in Attachment 1. The
following discussion is a summary of the expanded analysis. ‘

Guided by the CIWMP enforcement criteria adopted at the Board’s
November 17, 1993 meeting, for determining element or plan
adequacy, staff review consisted of comparing the final elements
with staff comments on the drafts of these documents and
comparing the final elements with the statutory and regqulatory
requirements for the elements.

SRREs, HHWEs, AND NDFEs:

All jurisdictions within this County had diversion programs in
place prior to the passage of AB 939 in 1989. All have
implemented additional diversion programs, or sponsored
activities, in the three years since the passage of AB 939. Many
of the jurisdictions actively promote backyard composting and
other source reduction activities, and all jurisdictions offer
residential curbside collection to their single-family residents,
and commercial recycling programs. Paper recycling programs
within government offices occurs in 13 of the jurisdictions with
the remaining 6 jurisdictions planning to implement this program
prior to 1995. Eleven of the jurisdictions already have a school
recycling program in place. The jurisdictions have cooperated on
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a mobile countywide household hazardous waste program, and many
of the jurisdictions have local collection programs as well. The
NDFEs indicate that at least five Material Recovery Facilities
are proposed to assist jurisdictions with the implementation of
their diversion programs. There is a commitment -on the part of
the jurisdictions to comply with the Act.

SITING ELEMENT: .

On May 7, 1992, the Keller Canyon Landfill opened and began
accepting waste for disposal, providing the County with 30 years
of landfill capacity. Jurisdictions still have the option of
using the Acme landfill or the West Contra Costa Sanitary
Landfill for the next few years. Both landfills will begin
closure activities within the next few years.

PLAN SUMMARY :

Major waste issues of a countywide nature have been identified,
as well as goals and objectives set forth by the Local Task
Force. In addition, on June 24, 1992, the Board designated the
entire shoreline of Contra Costa County as a Recycling Market
Development Zone. The Zone will assist in developing businesses
engaged in re-use/remanufacture of recyclables. This is a
countywide marketing development strategy.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Issues

Twelve of the nineteen jurisdictions in Contra Costa County have
claimed diversion credit for excluded waste types within their
1990 base year diversion claim and did not include sufficient
documentation for the claim. Each of the twelve jurisdictions
were notified by letter of their adjusted baseline and adjusted
projected diversion levels for 1995 and the year 2000. The
result of adjusting the base year diversion claim by removing the
unsubstatitated diversion numbers for excluded waste types
resulted in five of the jurisdictions’ 1995 projections falling
short of the 25% diversion mandate. An additional two
jurisdictions have adjusted projections for the year 2000 which
fall short of the 50% mandate. Board staff met with
representatives of all twelve jurisdictions on Friday, October
29, 1993. The meeting was to provide guidance on the types of
documentation which would be appropriate to substantiate their
claims, and to discuss the ramifications of a jurisdiction'’s
inability to produce documentation. Board staff continued
working with these representatives to produce adequate
documentation prior to this Committee meeting. According to
statute, jurisdictions wishing to provide additional
documentation and have been issued NODs will have 60 days after
Board action on December 15, 1993 to submit additional
documentation. Then Board staff will have 60 days to review that
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documentation and make a determination on its adequacy. For
those jurisdictions whose base year and diversion projections
were adjusted but do not receive NODs may revise their SRRE at
any time to include the required documentation to substantiate
their claim for excluded waste types. Jurisdictions need not
revise their documents, or may choose to wait until the first
revision of the SRRE to include documentation to substantiate the
excluded waste types claimed.

Staff believe that there is a possibility that many jurisdictions
within the County will not be able to achieve the 25% diversion
goal by 1995 due to the lack of adequate composting facilities.
While this is not an issue affecting the adequacy of the plans,
it could be an issue with the implementation phase. Most
jurisdictions have projected between 10 and 15% diversion credit
for compostlng to reach the 1995 goal, and without facilities on-
line there is real concern that most of the jurisdictions will be
in jeopardy of not reaching the goal if regional composting
facilities do not come on line within the next year. There are
two permitted pilot composting projects within the County,
neither of which has a site large enough to accommodate the
regional needs. Any combination of the proposed facilities
coming on line would alleviate this concern..

At least five material recovery facilities (MRFs) have been
proposed within the County, all of which include plans for
regional composting. They are: the Contra Costa Station for
Materials Recovery and Transfer (SMRT) in Pittsburg; the East
Contra Costa Community Collection Center in the unincorporated
County and within the sphere of influence of the City of Antioch;
the Martinez Transfer Station/Material Recovery and Compost
Facility within the City of Martinez; the Acme Fill Waste
Recovery and Transfer Station within the unincorporated area of
the County; and the West County Integrated Resource Recovery
Facility located in unincorporated County and within the sphere
of influence of the City of Richmond. Most of the cities entered
into Joint Powers Agreements (JPAs) or Memorandums of
Understanding (MOUs) with sanitation districts and other cities
within the County to site, build, and operate these facilities in
order to fully implement their SRREs and HHWEs. There is an
urgent need for one or more of these facilities to come on line
prior to 1995 or many of the jurisdictions may be in danger of
falling short of the mandated diversion goals.

Board staff recommends that the Board do whatever it can to

assist with permit streamlining, and financing assistance. The

Shoreline of the County has been designated a Market Development

Zone and perhaps Board staff can assist with loan application

development and other assistance deemed appropriate. ‘
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Existing statute requires the Board to determine whether an
element or plan complies with the pertinent provisions of the
PRC, and to approve or disapprove based on that determination.
If a document contains all the minimum requirements, and staff
make a determination that the document is adeguate, approval is
recommended.

Board staff will provide detailed findings and recommendations
closer to the Committee Meeting date.
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
December 7, 1993

Agenda ltem #2

Item: Consideration of Petition for Reduction in the
Diversion Requirements for the City of Bishop, Inyo
County and the Unincorporated County of Inyo.

Background:

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41780 requires that each city
and county divert 25% of its waste from landfills by 1995 and 50%
by the year 2000. Source Reduction and Recycling Elements (SRRE)}
are prepared by the cities and counties as a planning guide for
meeting the diversion mandates (PRC Section 41000 and 41300). The.
SRREs describe the programs which the jurisdictions will use to
achieve 25% and 50% diversion. PRC Section 41782 allows the
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to grant
réductions in planning and diversion requirements. Section 18775
of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR}),
identifies the qualifications that each jurisdiction must meet to
petition the Board for a reduction in the requirements.

Incorporated areas must have specific characteristics in order to
petition for reductions. The required characteristics are:

1. a geographic area of less than 3 gsquare miles,
or
a population density of less than 1500 people per
square mile, and

2. a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards
per day or 60 tons per day.
Unincorporated areas must have specific characteristics in order

to petition for reductions. The.required characteristics are:

1. a geographic area less than 1500 square miles,
or

. a population density of less than 10 people
per square mile, and

2. a waste generation rate of less than 100
cubic yards per day or 60 tons/day.



X

Planning and Local Assistance Committee Agenda ITtem $#2
December 7, 1993 Page 2 .

Requested Reductions

The City of Bishop and the County of Inyo are both requesting a
reduction of the diversion requirements of 25% by 1995 to 15
percent.

Analysis:

County Characteristics

Inyo County is located on the east side of the Sierras, north of
San Bernardino and Kern Counties and below Mono County. On the
East, the County borders the State of Nevada. The County is the
second largest County in our state, containing over 10,100 sgquare
miles. The County is characterized by its deserts, valleys and’
steep mountains. Over 98% of the County is publicly owned, and
includes Death Valley and a U.S. Naval Weapons Center. :

Inyo County has an unemployment rate of 10.3% and a per capita °

income of $18,049. The unincorporated portion of the County has a .
population total of 14,806. The largest concentrations of .
population in this area are at Lone Pine, with a population of

2,000 and at Big Pine, with 1,500 residents. The City of Bishop
{population 3,475) is the only incorporated City within the |

County. ’

Tourism is the major economic activity in Inyo County.

Employment in the County is primarily service .and retail related.
There is almost no industrial activity and the commercial sector
is devoted to the needs of residents and tourists.

The County of Inyo meets the criteria to petition the Board for
reduced diversion and/or planning requirements. Inyo County has
a population density of 1.80 persons per square miles, and a
waste generation rate .of 51.3 tons per day.

Bishop also meets the criteria to petition the Board for reduced
diversion and/or planning requirements. Bishop has an area of
1.75 square miles and a waste generation rate of 10.2 tons per
day. :
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Solid Waste Collection and Disposal

There are five landfills and four transfer stations in the

County.  The majority of County and City residents self-haul
their waste to the Bishop-Sunland landfill. In addition, there

-are two commercial municipal solid waste (MSW) haulers that

collect and dispose of MSW within the county. Another hauler
collects waste from transfer stations within Inyo County and
disposes of it in Kern County.

Current Diversion Programs

The majority of current diversion programs within Inyo County are
operated by private businesses, public schools, and local
city/county organizations. These activities are mostly centered.

within and around the City of Bishop.

Private Sector

Last year the private sector accepted household plastics,
newsprint, all household glass, and bi-metals. Due toc the
current market environment, they are now only accepting
California Redemption Value (CRV) containers, ferrous metals and
tin cans. Major markets for the materials generated by the
diversion program are 200-300 miles or more away. Also, intra-
County transportation distances are great, for instance up to 4.5
hours highway travel time separate Tecopa and the City of Bishop.

Manor Market and Brown’s Maintenance and Supply are two small
private recyclers in the Bishop area.

Some of the larger generators of secondary materials must ship
them back to Los Angeles for processing. These are usually large
supermarkets, such as Vons, and retailers which ship old
corrugated cardboard.

Schools

Many of the local schools have implemented recycling programs.
However, they are now curtailing their collection efforts due to
poor market economics which is manifested by reluctance of local
buy-back centers to accept any items other than aluminum, CRV
glass and plastics. Also, the high costs of transporting
materials intra-County and to Los Angeles contribute to

I
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poor economics of recycling thereby presently making it very
difficult to attain 1995 diversion goals.

County-City

The County-operated Bishop-Sunland landfill diverts white goods,
bi-metals, aluminum, newspaper and batteries via a dropoff
center. ‘

In summary, Inyo County and the City of Bishop face economic
obstacles such as high transportation costs associated with long
hauling distances to markets, low value for recycled materials, a
lack of local markets for recycled materials, and a limited
budget to absorb diversion costs.

The following table summarizes the diversion activities and
quantities in 1951. A total of 902 tons are diverted by these
activities resulting in a diversion rate of 4% (902 tons
diversion divided by 22,438 tons generation).

Estimated Diversicn {(tonsg)

1591
County : _ City of

Unincorporated Bishop
occ 194 A 45
Newspaper 51 i2
Ledger 10 2
HDPE 4 1
CRV Glass 107 25
Aluminum Cans 58 14
Non-ferrous ' 269 v . B3
& Alum. Scrap '
Food Waste 30 . 7
Sewage Sludge 0 10
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Totals 723 179
Total Diversion 4% 5%

Proposed Diversion

- The City and Céunty plan to continue existing programs. In
addition, both the County and the City plan on implementing a
number of new programs to increase their diversion levels.

The following programs were selected for implementation in 1994
by the City and the County.

Source Reduction Program Percent Diversion
Public Awareness programs .4
Backyard Composting .5
Waste Audits .2
Procurement /Waste Managing Policies .7
Xeriscaping ' .5
Recycling Program Percent Diversion
Drop-off Containers 2.7
Reuse/exchange area 1.6
Buy Back Centers 2.0
Yard Waste Reuse R 3.8
Construction Debris Reuse 2.6

Total . 15.0

Funding

The solid waste program for the City of Bishop and unincorporated
Inyo County is funded through a 1/2 cent Transaction and Use Tax
(TUT) . This tax raises $773,000 annually which is used
completely each year without generating any reserve funds and
prior to funding Household Hazardous Waste programs, diversion
programs, closure/post-closure funds and Subtitle D upgrades.

The money raised through this tax represents 2% of the total
combined budget for the County and City.

The County is drafting a revised Solid Waste Fee schedule which
if adopted, would target special wastes such as tires,

12
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construction and demolition, tree stumps and other bulky items at
the landfill gate. This proposal if adopted, would generate
approxXximately $60,000 per year for waste management programs and
contribute to diversion beginning in January 1994.

FUNDING
Revenue (TUT) $773,000
Expenses _ o
Personnel & Office - 376,733
Maintenance 159,398
State Mandated Plans 111,600
State Fees 65,000
Transfer & Hauling 55, 284
0il Diversion 7,500
Remainder 0

Staff Analysis

Citvy and Countv Staffing

Responsibility for administering the waste management programs 1is
shared among 3 county staff i.e. County Administrative Officer,
Deputy County Administrator and the Landfill Operations Manager.
The County also employs 5 site operators. The City of Bishop
Public Works Director does not have waste management
responsibilities. Duties for the county staff are summarized
below. ‘

County Administrative Officer

- Responsible for all county programs reporting to the
Inyo County Board of Supervisors

.- Waste Management activities represent approximately 5%
of all duties

Deputy County Administrator

- Responsible for policy and procedural development for
the Inyo County Administrative Services Department

~ Provides general direction to the Waste Management
‘Manager
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- Other duties include supervision of the County Motor
Pool Program; supervision of the Job Training
Partnership Act (JTPA); developing projects/programs
from policy established by the Board of Supervisors;
and is a member of various committees.

- Waste Management activities represent approximately 65%
of all duties

Landfill Operations Manager

- Acting under general direction of the Deputy County
Administrator, provides advice and consultation on
waste related issues to County agencies and officials

- Manages the operation of all waste sites in Inyo County
and oversees leased landfill sites, transfer and
storage sites

- Directs work activities of 5 site operators, providing
employee training and maintains appropriate waste
records '

City of Bishop-Public Works Director
- Plans and directs City public works programs excluding
Waste Management

- Participates in the Local Task Force along with 1 City
Council Member

Inyo County and the City of Bishop believe based on their low

. population and volume of solid waste, limited funding and staff,

lack of local markets for recyclables, and remote location which
contributes to high transportation costs of secondary materials,
that they should be allowed to reduce their diversion gecals to
15% from 25% for the short term period.

Board staff believe that the request for a reduction of the
short-term goal to 15% is a reasonable request considering the
demographic and economic characteristics of Inyo County and the
City of Bishop.

15
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Conclusion.

Inyo County and the City of Bishop both qualify, under the
conditions of PRC Section 41780 and CCR Section 18775, to
petition for a reduction in planning and diversion requirements.

CCR Section 18775 requires the petitioning jurisdiction to
provide the following information in its petition:

1. a general description of existing disposal and
diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted;

2. identification of the specific reductions bkeing
reguested;
3. documentation of why attainment of diversion and

planning requirements is not feasible;

4. the planning and diversion requirements that are
achievable, and why. .

Board staff have reviewed the petition from the County of Inyo
and the City of Bishop and found that it complies with these
requirements. Based on the information provided in the petition,
Board staff believe that the reductions requested by Inyo County
and the City of Bishop are justified. '

Staff comments:

Board staff recommends that the Committee approve the County’'s
and City’s petition for a reduction in the planning and diversion
requirements, as specified below:

1. The County and the City shall be required to achieve a
15% reduction in the amount of waste disposed by
January 1, 1585,

ATTACHMENTS®"
‘1. Copy of 14 CCR Section 18775
2. County cof Inyo and City of Bishop reduction petition
3. Copy of the Letter from C. Brent Wallace
4. Copy of the Petiticn addendum
5. Reseclution 93-
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Reviewed by: John Nuffer ?m Phone (916) 255-2653
Reviewed by:_ Judith Friedn\hln Phone (916) 255-2555

Reviewed by:_Dorothy Rice D~ KLZ'Z—/ Phone (916) 255-2206
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #93 -

FOR THE REDUCTICON OF DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE COUNTY OF INYO AND THE CITY OF BISHOP

Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 9, Sectiocn 18775

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 41782 allows
reductions in the diversion and planning requirements
specified in Public Resources Code Section 41780 if a
city or county can demonstrate that achievement of the
mandated requirements is not feasible due to
geographical size or low population density, and small
waste generation rates; and

WHEREAS, Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 18775 allows for qualifying
jurisdictions to petition the Board for reductions in
planning and diversion goals mandated by Public
Resources Code Section 41780; and

WHEREAS, the Board has received a petition for
reductions in the diversion and planning requirements
from the County of Inyo and the City of Bishop; and - .

WHEREAS, the County of Inyo and the City of Bishop
qualify based on geographic size, population density,
and small waste generation rates to petition the Board
for specified reductions; and

_ WHEREAS, the Board has found that the request for
reduction in diversion and planning requirements to
allow the County of Inyo and the City of Bishop to
achieve a 15% level of waste diversion by January 1,
1995 is reasonable.

WHEREAS, the County and City has complied with Public
Resources Code Section 41782, and Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulaticns, Section 18775.

WHEREAS, the Integrated Waste Management Planning
Committee approved the staff recommendation to allow
the County of Inyo and the City of Bishop to reduce the
short term diversion goals from 25% to 15%.

.NOW, - THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
grants the reduction in diversion requirements to 15%
for January 1, 1995.




BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if the County and City
SRRE has not been locally adopted, and alsoc approved by
the Board, by the deadline set in statute, the
diversion reductions granted above shall be deemed
revoked. ‘ '

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board on
December 7, 1993.

Dated:

Ralph E. Chandler
- Executive Director
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INTRODUCTION

The following petition has been prepared by Inyo County/City
of Bishop for submittal to the California Integrated Waste
Management Board to request specific reductions in thé AB 939
planning and diversion requirements of the County/City Soufce
Reduction and Recycling Element.

' The petition process provides an alternative for gualified
rural counties to meet more realistic and attainable
diversion rates given their low waste generation levels;
population density and limited resources.

Pursuant to CIWMB regulation, a jurisdiction may initiate a
request for reductions and exemptions by petitioning the
board at a public hearing. Counties may qualify fofr
reductions if they meet the following criteria:

Geographic Size: Areas less than 1500 square niles, or
Population Density: 1less than 10 people per square milé, and
Waste Generation Rate: of less than 100 cu.yds/day OF 60
tons/day.

Cities may qualify for reductions if they meét the following
criteria:

Geographic Size: Area less than 3 sgquare miles or, )
Population Density: less than 1500 people per $quaré imile,
and '

Waste Generation Rate: of less than 100 cu.yds/day oOfF 60
tons/day

L L . Rt}




SUMMARY

‘Inyo County is committed to cooperating with the State to-
achieve the intentions of AB 939. However, because of the
rural nature and relative isolation of Inyo County and the
city of Bishop to urban areas of the state, the small
population base of the County, and limited access to markets
for recyclable materials, the County and City will not be
able to feasibly achieve a 25% diversion rate by 1995.

As an alternative, the County and City proposes a series of
related programs that will make it feasible to achieve a 15%
diversion rate by 1995.

- All solid waste programs for both the City and the County are
funded by a special 1/2 cent sales tax. The County operates
-and maintains all solid waste programs for the City of Bishop
as well as the unincorporateed area. The County manages the
solid waste programs for the City of Bishop and as such, the
volume of waste dlsposed is J?rrently artificially separated

TP ~eeeT /%A/ Mo g K XTE ﬁ%@wiaﬁffaﬂ HE H

ELIGIBILITY

The County and City meet the criteria established by the
Board for filing this petition:

Inyo County unincorporated area:
Population Density
Geographic Area

1.80 persons/square mile
10,140 sg/miles

‘Waste Generation Rate : 51.3 tons/day
City of Bishop:
Population Density : 1986 persons/square mile
Geographic Area : 1.75 sgq/miles
waste Generation Rate : 10.2 tons/day

DIVERSION/PLANNING REQUEST SUMMARY

Inyo County and the City of Bishop reguest that the diversion
level required for the short term planning period (1991-1995)
be reduced from 25% to 15%. In addition, the City/County is

requesting a reduction in the scope of planning requirements

as summarized below.

1) The City/County is requesting the following reductions in
diversion:

A. A reduction of AB 939 diversion goals of 25%
diversion by 1995 to 15% diversion by 1995.



Note: The City/County does not believe that they can
feasibly meet the medium term (1996-2000)
diversion requirement of 50%. However, based on
advice from :CIWMB staff, the City/County. is .
deferring a request for a reduction in the medium
requirements until a later date.

1. ‘Source: Inyo County Planning Department
2. Source: Preliminary Draft ‘SRRE

Since both the County and the City meet the requirements to
petition, and the 25% by 1995 :and 50% by 2000 reduction goals
appear unrealistic for reasons outlined ‘below, the County and
the City are petitioning the CIWMB for reduced «diversion
requirements.
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COUNTY PROFILE

Location and General Description

Inyo County is located in Central Eastern California, as
shown in Figure 1-1. It is bounded on the north by Mono
County, on the west by Fresno and Tulare Counties, on the
south by Kern and San Bernardino Counties, and on the east by
the State of Nevada. Inyo County is the second largest
county in the state, containing over 10,100 sgquare miles
(nearly 6.5 million acres).

Rugged terrain with steep mountains, valleys, and deserts
characterize the County. The largest population centers in
the County are found in the Owens Valley, which is located
near the western edge of the County. Over 98 percent of the
land in Inyo County is publicly owned. Nearly 6 million
acres are owned by the Federal government including the Death
valley National Monument, Bureau of Land Management lands,
and a U.S. Naval Weapons Center.  Other publicly held lands
are owned by the State of California, the City of Los
Angeles, and Inyo County.

Population

In contrast to its size geographically, the population of

the unincorporated area of Inyo County is small; the 1990
census estimation is that 14,806 persons (less than 2 persons
per square mile) live in Inyo County. The population within
Inyo County has grown at a rate of less than 0.2 percent per
year over the last ten years. Population growth is expected
to remain slow because of the large percentage of publicly
held lands.

The current unemployment rate in Inyo county is listed at
10.3% and the per capita income is $18,049. 3

one incorporated city exists in Inyo County - the City of
Bishop. The City has a population of 3,475 and an area of
1.75 square miles. This gives a population density of 1,986
persons per square mile. Inyo County also includes other
unincorporated communities with populations summarized below:

- Big Pine ~ 1,500 residents

- Independence - 750 residents
- Lone Pine - 2,000 residents
- Olancha - 350 residents

3. Source: Employment Development Department, April ‘93



- Furnace Creek - approximately 150 residents with
thousands of tourists throughout the year

- ~Shoshone - approximately 250 year-round residents,
up to 1,000 during winter months

- Tecopa Hot Springs - approximately 300° year-round
residents, up to 3,000 during winter months

Figure 1-2 shows the location of Bishop and. the other
unincorporated population centers within Inyoe County.

The-approximate;distanceS'from»Independencé; the county seat,
to the nearest major population centers are as follows:

Los &ngeles: 240

Sacramento: 350

Bakersfield 180

Rene,. Nevada: 225
Economics

Tourism provides: the' major economic base for Inyo County
Fishing and. camplng during the: summer andi skiing durmng the
winter are: the. major: tourist. actiwvities. The Death‘Valley
Natlonal Monument: attracts: tourists throughout the' year.

Employment‘rnaInYOfCounty'Isaprlmarrly'rntthe:sgnvrcesian&
retail trade sectors. Additional jobs: are: provided: by’
government. andsthe‘constructlon‘lndustry (Inyo' County, 199F.
Update: Overall Economic Development. Plani)..

There' I's no: industrial base: and: most of the commercial sector
is devoted! to serving the: needs: of the. local re51dents=and
the: tourist industry-.. -
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REDUCTION. OF AB 939 v N A N IREMENTS

2

NYO COUNTY/C O 8] A 1993

INTRODUCTION
Background and Existing Conditions

The County of Inyo and the City of Bishop have fostered a
commitment to recycling within each County community. The
majority of recycling activity currently occurs in and around
the Bishop city limits.

The majority of recycling in Inyo County is performed by
private businesses, public schools, and local City/County
organizations, as described below:

- Recycling by Private Businesses -~ Private recyclers
operating in the County include Manor Market and
Brown’s Maintenance and Supply. Material accepted by .
these centers is described in Exhibit A. Some
businesses collect their own internally generated
recyclable waste and ship it to recycling markets in
the Los Angeles area (e.g., large supermarkets and
retailers recycle corrugated cardboard used in
product packaging).

- Recycling by Public Schools - Many of Inyo County’s
schools have implemented recycling prograns,
including Bishop Pine Street School, Lo-Inyo School,
Owens Valley Unified School, and the Round Valley
Elementary School. However, due to current recycling
material markets, the schools have reduced most. of
their recycling efforts.

- Recycling by Local County Organizationg -~ The Inyo
County Courthouse and County-operated Bishop-Sunland
landfill currently recycled some material as
described in Exhibit A.

Note: Most all of the schools and public agencies have
been forced to abandon their respective recycling
programs due to market gluts and the reluctance on the
part of the local buy-back centers to accept any items
other than aluminum and CA redemption glass and
plastics). Inyo County strongly supports the intent of : .
AB 939 and similar waste reduction mneasures. Currently,




two redemption centers operate in Bishop and one in
Lone Pine. Manor Market in Bishop receives CA
redemption glass and plastics along with aluminum only.
Brown’s Supply, also located in Bishop, receives
aluminum, ferrous metals and tin cans only. The Lone
Pine buy-back center receives only CA redemption
material and aluminum. Until approximately 10 months
ago, the centers combined to receive all household
plastics, newsprint, all household glass and bi-metals.
An apparent market glut coupled with the high cost of
transportation to the various markets forced the centers
to no longer accept any material other than CA
redemption material. '

Solid Waste Services : -
Two commercial haulers exist in Inyo County who collect
municipal waste and haul it to landfills located in Inyo
County; Bishop Disposal and Sierra Disposal. .Another
hauler, Benz Sanitation, collects waste from transfer
stations located in rural areas of the County and transports
the waste to a landfill located in Kern County. Figure 1-2
shows the haul argas for these garbage collection companies.

There are five major landfills in Inyo County. Figure 1-3
shows these landfill locations.

In addition to these landfills, four transfer stations
operate in Inyo County; Big Pine Transfer, Keeler Transfer,
Olancha Transfer, and Homewood Canyon Transfer. Transfer
station locations are shown on Figure 1-3. :

10



SOLID WASTE GENERATION STUDY

A Solid Waste Generation Study was completed for both the
Ccity of Bishop and the unincorporated-areas of Inyo County
pursuant to Article 6.1 of the Planning Guidelines issued by
the Board. The results of the study are summarized in Tables
1, 2, 3, and 4. '

Waste Stream Projections

Annual waste stream projections over the next 15 years were
performed for:

~ Current Conditions - The waste stream grows at a
projected rate of 2 percent per year and no
additional waste diversion programs are implemented.

~ SRRE Conditions - The waste stream changes by
: implementation of programs presented in this SRRE.

Tables 5 and 6 summarize estimated aggregate waste stream
disposal by year for Inyo County under current SRRE
conditions.

The 1995 and 2000 recycling goals for Inyo County, and the
City of Bishop are shown in Tables 7 and 8.

Current Diversion Activities

As discussed earlier, the greater Bishop area accounts for
the bulk of recycling within Inyo County. There is a
redenption center in. Lone Pine and two centers in Bishop.
However,. these facilities are 60 miles apart and are not
readily accessible to residents in the southern portion of
the County (Olancha, Keeler, Shoshone, and Tecopa).

These éreaS'are-approximately four hours one-way driving time
to the redemption centers..

A breakdown of materials disposed and diverted in the County
in 1991 is provided: in the table belowr

11



1991 Countywide Waste Disposal .

Inyo County, California

{tons/year)

Percent of Total

12

Wasts Catsgory Bishop Unincorporated Total Disposal Tonnage
Tota Puper YY) 4025| 4870| 23.08%
Corr. Contairms 142 607 750 3.48%
-Mixed 317 1353 1670 7.76%
Newspaper 138 590 728 3.38%
High Grads Ledger 82 263 . 324 1.51%
Othar 284 1213 1497 8.95%
Totsl Plastie 304 1287 1602 7.44%
HOPE 29 123 152 0.71%
PET 3 g1 113 0.52%
Fim Pustics 184 825 1019 4.73%
Other 80 257 318 1.47%
Total Qlass . | 143]. 812 . JEs§. - 3.51%
Pt Beverags Cont. . 40 172 212 0.99%
CA RED Value Gless 57 242 299 1.39%
Othar Racyo Glass 45 183 238 1.11%
Othar Nofrrecye Glass 1 4 s 0.02%
Tore Matads .. o0 .. [ tov s, VBRfL e e o BRI 854} ... 3.98% -
Aluminum Caw - 8 2] 40 0,18%
Bi-metal Carw . 4 15 19 0.09%
Ferroum & Tin Care 113 482 585 2.76%
Non Fers, & Mlum Scrap 23 100 123 0.57%
Wrvte Goods 13 59 89 0.32%
Ottvar Matals 2 7 ] 0.04%
Yard Wests 870 4248 5118}. 23.75%
Cther Organios §55f: - - 2387| . 2922 1357%
Food Wers 231 986 1217 5.65%
Tires & Rubber Pret. . 59 251 309 1.44%
Wood Ware 117 498 815 2.85%
Crop Rasldum 0 [+] 0 0.00%
Marure 29 123 152 0.71%
Textilos & Lowthar 118 4895 611 2.B4%
Other Misa, Organice 3 14 17 0.08%
Cther Westse i .. o 482 - . 2058fw ... 2B3B]. 11.77%
Canstruction Dabris 450 1820 - 2370 11.01%
House Hat Wasta 13 54 s a7 0.31%
House Has Wasts Com 19 79 98 0.46%
Specisl Westes 88 2897 . .2783 12.92%
Ash 58 238 294 1.37%
Gertage [+ 2319 2319 10.77%
Sewage Bhxige 4] 10 10 0.05%
industrial Sludge 4] [+] L] 0.00%
Asbestos 4] [+] ol 0.00% -
Aute Wasta/Bocies 4 18 20 0.09%
Dead Arimais 14 62 78 0.35%
Fumitre 12 52 g4 0.30%
Total © v et 3547 " 17989 -~ 21528} 100.00%
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Table 1

1991 Wasts Dlsposal by Waste Source

{tons/year)
Res:dential - Commaercal - ingustnai
Waste Categery Tons Percent of Total Toms Parcant of Totsl Tons Percent of Yot
Reswieaal Oisposat Comeercaal Disoosat industnal Dispozal
Total Paper 3018 19.93% 1852 48.49% [} 0.00%
Conr, Corvmi ayy 222% 413 10.28% 0 0.00%
Moced 1052 6.95% 619 15.37% ] 0.00%
Newisaper s83 3.85% 148 3.60% 0 0.00%
High Gracie Ledger ~ 135 0.89% 189 4.70% 0 0.00%
Other - 919 8.02% 528 14.56% 0 0.00%
Towmi Plastc 835 6.57% 607} 15.08% [*] 0.00%
HDPE . 116 0.77% 8 C.59% 0 0.00%
PET ’ 92 0.61% ral .0.52% 0 0.00%
‘Bim Plastics 588 3.75% 451 11.21% Q 0.00%
Other 219 1.44% 99 1.46% [+] Q.00%
Total Glass 596 1.94% 159 3.55% 0 Q.00%
Refil Bewerage Cont. T 175 1.16% 7 0.83% 0 0.00%
CA RED Vaiue Glass 27 1.50% " 1.79% 0 0.00%
Other Recye Glass 188 1.24% 0 1.24% [} 0.00%
Cxher Non-ecye Glass s 0.03% Q 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total Metais 690 4.56%] 164 4.07% [+] 0.00%
Aluminum Cans 7 0.13% 13 02% ] 0.00%
Bi-metsl Cans 18 0.12% 1 0.02% 0 0.00%
Ferrous & Tin Cans £83 3.08%1 L") 3.28% (4] 0.00%
Non Fars. & Alum Sersp 114 0.75% 8] 0.23% 1] 0.00%
VWhite Gaods 0.48% o) 0.00% 1] 0.00%
Othar Metaly 0 0.00% g 0.21% 0 0.00%
Yard Wasw 4333 32.58% 183 4.54% [+] 0.00%
Othar Oryancs 2016 13.31% 208 2.51% 4] 0.00%
Food Wasts 697 4.650% S20 12.93% 0 2.00%
Ticen & Rubber Pret. 2! 1.45% 88 219% 0 0.00%
Wood Wates Ferd | 2.89% 178 4.41%} 0 0.00%
Crop Reaichurs ¢ 0.00% 1) 0.00% 0 €.00%
Marwure 152 1.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Taxties & Losthr 49 1.25% 120 2588% 0 0.00%
- Crher Mise. Orgames 7l 0.11% -0 0.00% 10 0.00%\
Cther Wasias 130 0.85% L Q87% 2370 88.16%
Conatnucoon Debas 0 0.00%|. 0 0.00% 23701 99.16%
Housa Har Waste g5l 0.43% 2 0.05% 0 0.00%| -
Houwse Has Waste Com &l 0.43% n 0.82% o] 0.00%
| Speciai Wasmes: 2763( 16.25% 0] 0.50% 201 0.84%
Ash 304 201%}: o] 0.00% 0 0.00%
Secuage r<)i-]f 15.32%} al. 0.00%} of 0.00%
Sewege Slusge of 0.00%] of 0.00% 20l 0.84%
ingusttal Sludge o1 0.00%|. 01 0.00% 0 0.00%
AsDesms aof: 0.00%} of Q.00%{. of: 0.00%
Auto WasaBadus ol 0.00%}’ o] o.50%|; - ool 0.00%
Dass Ammats- 1B 0.50%|' o} 0.00%|: 0 0.00%
Fummurs 84} 0.42%{: 0} 0.00%| 0] 0.00%
. B 1
Tetal 15140 100.00% 4025 |, 100.00% 2390 100.00%
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- Table 2
1991 Countywide Waste Disposal
Inyo County, Caltomla

(tons/year)

Unincomporated

Percent of Total

DisposalTonnugg_
3.08%:

Reft Beveroge Cond.
CA RED Vaue Glass
Othar Recyc Glans
Other Nonrrecye Glon

14
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Table 3 .
1991 Countywids Waste Diverzion
(tons/yenr}
. - Diverted s Percent
Wasta Category Bishop ‘Unincorporated Total of Totsl Generated
TouiPaper €0 234 Map . 554%
Caxr. Contauner 45 194 9 24.18%
v of 0 of 0.00%
Herwnsager 12 5 63 7.86%
High Geace Ladger 2 10 12 A5T%
Cther 0 0 ol 0.00%
Torml Plasnc 1 4 5 Q31%
HOPE 1 4 5 d.18%
PET e 0 o 0.00%
Fim Pasncs 0 OI 0 G.00%
Cther OI o 0 0.00%
Tots: Glass 25 107 132 14.88%
Reti Bavernge Cort. v} a 0 0.00%
CA RED Vaue Glass -] 107 132 30.61%
Cthar Recyc Giass 0 0 0 0.00%
Cher Norwreeye Glass 0 9 - @ 0.00%
Tom Mitals Fri 327 04 32.12%
Al Cans 14 58 T2 64.49%
Simatal Cans 0 0 | 0.00%
Ferrous & Tin Cams 0 Y 0 0.00%
Non Fers. & Alum Scrap a3 269 m 72.96%
Wikts Gaoes 0 0 0 . 0.00%
Other Mecaly 0 0 0 0.00%
Yaro W ] a C 0.00%
[ormer orgamcs ~ 7 X 37 125%
Food Waste 7 x 74 2.95%
'] Ticws & Rubber Prex (4] L ¢ 0.00%
Waod Wastes 0 o 0 0.00%
Croo Resdues 4] 0 0 -
Manure [+) 0 6 0.00%
Taazies & Lasther 0 g Q 0.00%
[ — ol 0 0 0.00%
Ctier Wastas 0 1] 3] .00%
Canztracton Osbrs 0| Q 0 0.00%
Houss Hat Wase 0 0 o] - Q.00%
Mouss Mas Wase Cory 0 0 0 0.00%
[soeci wazzs mI ' 0 10 036% |
] Asn 0 0 Q Q.00%
Sevtage 0 0 Q Q.00%
Sewege Sludge 10 el 19 80.00%
\rachurktromt Shadge 0 0] 0 -
Asbesos 0 0 0 -
Mo WanaBotes 0 o 1] 0.00%
Daac Arumats o D' Ql 0.00%
Furretite . Q —D 0 0.00%
Tatal 179 /T 902 4.02%
—— -




Table 4
1991 Countywide Waste Generction

inyo County, Califomia
{tons/year)

-

Unincorporated

Parcent of Total
Senerated lbnnc:g_e

Refil Beweroge Cortt.
CA RED Vidue Gloss
Other Recyc Glass

Formous & T Cans
Non Fen. & Alum Scrop
White Goods

Othar Metdls

16
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'Table !5 /
Waste!DisposaliPrgjections ;
{Current/Conditions, InyoCounty,/CA
J iBishop { {Urnincorporated | ‘ol ;
g wcubicwardsi|  sons ] «cubiciyardsi] uons || .cubicyardsi] itons |
1991 12933 -4094] 55136]  W74s2 68065] 21546
1992 13195 4176 56251 17801 169445 21976
'1993 113459 -4259 57376] 18157 70834] 22416
1994 13728 4344 585231 118520 72251 22864
1993 14002 4431 59694| 18890 73696 23322
11996 14282 4520 60888] 19268 75170 23788
‘-1997£.I 14568 4610 62105) 119654 6673 24264
1998 14859 4702 63348| 20047 78207) 24749
1999 15156 4796 iGa615) 20448 A9TH} 25244
2000 15460 4892 65907 120857 B1366] 25749
2001 :.1-5762' 4990 67225 2127Al 82994) 26264
2002 16084 5090 68569 21699 84654 26789
2003 16406 5192 ©9941] 22133 ®6347) 27325
2004 16734 5296 71340| 122576 '88074| ‘27871
2005] 17069 5401 72166] 23027 80835] 128429
‘Table 6
Waste.Disposal:Projections
‘SRRE‘Conditions, Inyo'County, CA
i Bishop : Unincorporated “Total :
| :cubic yards :}  tons cubicyards | ‘tons | cubicyards} tons -
1991 12933 4094 55136] 17452 68069) 21546
1992 13195 4175 56250] 17801 69445 21976
1993 12824 4058 546721 17301 ‘67496 21360
1994 12457 3942 53105| 16806 165562] 20748
1995 12092 3827 51551 16314 63643 20140
1996 11912 3770 50782 16070 62694 19840}
1997 '\11735," 3713] 50026] 15831 61761 19545
1998 11560 3658 49284] 15596 .60844] 119255
1999 11390 3604 48555 15366 59945 18970
2000] 11222} 3551 47841] 15139 59063 18691
2001 11446 3622 ag797| 15442 60244 19064
2002 11675 3695 49773 15751 61449f 19446
2003 11909 3769 50769 16066 62678 19835
2004 12147 3844 51784] 16387 63931 20231
2005 12390] 3921 52820f 16715 65210 20636
17
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Table 7

Recycling Diversion Goals by Waste Type

Unincorporated Areas of Inyo County, California

1995 _ 2000
Diversion | Percent of | Targeted | Diversion | Percent of | Targeted
Goal Waste Material Goal . Waste Materizl
Targeted Materials (tons) Stream | Reduction {tons) Stream | Reduction
Corrugated Cardboard 308 16 35 335 1.6 35
Newspaper 89 0.5 13 124 0.6 16
Ledger Paper 74 0.4 5 130 0.6 40
HDPE Plastic 35 0.2 25 38 02 25
PET Plastic - 0 0 0 27 01 25
Refill. Beverage 0 0 0 52 03 25
Containers -
California Redemption 132 0.7 35 153 0.7 37
Glass o ’
Other Recycling Glass 0 0 0 115 0.6 50
Aluminum Cans 64 0.3 63 70 03 65
Nonferrous Metal/ 300 1.6 75 330 16 15
Aluminum Scrap o
Construction Debris 1416 22 20 918 44 40
Yard Waste 897 4.7 20 1486 72 30
Textiles and Leather, . . 107 0.6 20 237 11 40
White Goods 12 0.1 20 27 0.1 40
Total 2,434 12.7 4,042 19.5
NOTE: A large pdrtion of diversion will come from recycling

efforts.

In addition, source reduction efforts will contribute
See Table 7-A.

to the diversion.
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Source Reduction

Table 7-A
Diversion Goals by Waste Type

Unincorporated Areas of Inyo County, California

1995 2000
- Targeted Targeted
- Diversion | Percent of | Material | Diversion { Percent of ~ Material
Targeted Goal Waste Reduction Goal Waste Reduction |
Materials (tons) Stream (%) (tons) Stream @
Mixed paper 73 0.4 5 162 0.8 10
Other paper 66 0.3 ] 145 0.7 10
Film plastics 45 02 5 .9 05 10
Yard waste 224 1.2 5 495 2.4 10
Food 55 03 5 121 0.6 10
Total 462 24" 1,022 4.9
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Table- 8
Recycling Diversion Goals by Waste Type

Bishop, California

1995 2000
'H Diversion | Percentof | Targeted | Diversion | Percent of | Targeted
Goal Waste Material Goal |- -Waste Material
Tergeted Materials (tons) Stream | Reduction | (tons) Stream | Reduction
Corrugated Cardboard 73 16 35 &3 L7 35 |
[Newspaper 2 0.5 13 29 0.6 16
Ledger Paper 17 04 25 30 0.6 40
{HDPE Plastic 8 02 2 9 02 25
PET Plastic 0 0 0 7 0.1 25
Refill. Beverage .. 0 0 0 12 03 25
Containers
California Redemption 31 0.7 35 33 0.7 34
Glass
lOther Recycling Glass 0 0 0 27 06 so0 |
Aluminum Cans ... 15 03 65 16 03. [ & |
Nonferrous Metal/ 70 16 75 78 - 16 75
Aluminum Scrap - ) :
Construction Debris 97 22 20 215 4.4 w0
Yard Waste - 210 4.7 20 348 72 30 |
Textiles and Leather 25 06 20 55 L1 w0 |

20
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White Goods -~ 3 01 0.1
' lTotal . 571 127 195



Table 8-A

Source Reduction Diversion Goals by Waste Type
Bishop, California

2000

1995 o
Targeted. 5 . Targeted
o N Material | . Material
Targeted Diversion. | Percent of’ Reduction Diversion: Percent of | Reduction
- Materials | Goal (tons) | Waste Stream (%) i Goal {tons) | Waste Stream' |. (%)
Mixed Paper. 17 04 5 38 0.8 10
Other Paper. | 15 0.3 5 34 07 10
Film Plastics' | 10 02 5 23 05 10
‘Yard Waste 53 12 5 116 24 10
Food i3 0.3 5 29" 06 10
Total. 108 24 C 240 49
2
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REASONS WHY A 25% DIVERSION LEVEL CANNOT BE ACHIEVED

The City/County SRRE outlines programs that indicate under
.the best case scenario that a 15% waste diversion is
achievable. 1In addition, in order to achieve this short term
goal, the County must incur start-up cost of $57,404 and
annual maintenance costs of $60,000 to $80,000.

Barriers to Successful Program Implementation

The factors present in Inyo County which present significant
barriers to successful implementation of the identified
programs are as follows:

Limited Availability of County Staff

The success of the source reduction programs will be
dependent on the voluntary cooperation of local businesses
and merchants. The County will only be able to provide
limited program coordination and will have to rely on
business or trade groups to provide the technical assistance
and promotional assistance reguired to make the program
effectlve.-

All programs would require the County to contract for the
labor and services to collect, sort, and ship the recovered
materials at additional costs beyond those mentioned above.
Any sorting program will be labor intensive and would be
impossible to implement without outside or contract labor.
The process is overly cumbersome and places an unreasonable
administrative and financial burden on the County.

22

Y3



Funding Difficulties and Source of Funds

The solid waste program in Inyo County is funded by a 1/2
cent transaction and use tax (TUT). At present, the tax is
used to administer the solid waste pregram without generating
any reserve funds. In other words, the total revenue
generated by the T.U.T. is used to just operate the solid
waste program, these are limited revenues. The tax cannot be
increased to generate more revenue period. ' Inyo County
cannot institute gate or tipping fees due to the fact that
four of the five landfills are unmanned. Additionally, even
if each site were manned, gate fees could not be imposed due
to the fact that re51dents would more than likely dump their
waste in some remote area away from the landfill. 1Inyo
County is the second largest county in the state
geographically and each landfill is surrounded by miles of
open space.
Currently Inyo County’s’ solid waste budget is $773,000 -

annually. The total County 92/93 budget is 37 million and

the City of Bishop budget is 5.37 million for a combined

total of 42.370 million. Solid waste represents

approximately 2% of the combined County and City budgets,

prior to implementation of diversion prograns, .
closure/post closure requirements and the upcoming Subtitle D
regulations. In the Federal Register (Volume 56, No. 196,

Page 50,989} the Federal EPA has determined that a

significant impact threshold occurs when. compliance costs

exceed one percent of a community’s total budget.

Inyo County’s waste contribution to the total generated by
the State of California amounts to less than .00000134%.

Inyo County residents must pay a dis-proportionate share of
annual disposal costs when compared to residents in urban
areas. (Inyo County average per capita annual cost is $44.44
in addition to commercial collection fees).

In addition to the costs of the waste diversion programs, the
County will also be responsible for the costs of the
Household Hazardous Waste Program (Start-up $80,000 to
$85,000, annual cost $24,000 to $50,000) and the annual
monitoring and reporting required by AB 939.

Finally, the County budget has been reduced dramatically for
the 92/93 fiscal year. The County employees voted October
21, 1992 to take 5 non-paid furlough leave days in an effort
to help balance the general fund budget. It is anticipated
that the County general fund will have a fund balance of less
than $200,000 at the end of the 1992/1993 fiscal year.
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1992/93 Expenditure for Solid Waste

Personnel & Office - $376,733 .
Maintenance ' - $159,398
State Mandated Plans - $111,000
State Fees - . $65,000
Transfer & Hauling - $55,284
0il Diversion - $7,500
Total =  $773,000

Lack of Local Markets

The absence of local markets and the constant fluctuation in
market prices has had a negative impact on the value of
recyclables., The situation has effectively created
disincentives for the implementation of more diverse and
intensive source reduction programs administered by both
private individuals and local businesses. Currently it costs
approximately $30 a ton to transport materials to a market.

Secondary impacts associated with the absence of local
markets within the -jurisdiction include the disproportionate
amount of time required to reach regional markets that
consistently offer more competitive buy-back policies-for
consumers.

The most accessible markets for recycled materials (excluding
the County Small Redemption Centers) are in Southern
California. Minimnum travel time from any one of the
redemption centers to the southern California markets is 5
hours. The costs of a typical round trip could easily
consume and exceed the revenues generated from the material.

ccess to Markets .
The remote location of Inyo County in relation to the markets
for recovered materials severely impacts the financial
feasibility of recycling programs in this region. The
program economics have been prepared without any
consideration of a revenue from the sale of recovered
materials. Under present market conditions, the transporters
or shippers of the materials (glass, neWwspaper, corrugated
cardboard) will have to utilize any revenues received to
offset the cost of transportation. The prices for these
materials have decreased significantly and the cost of
transportation will have to be subsidized by the County.
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‘PROPCSED ALTERNATIVE WASTE DIVERSTON PLAN

Inyd County is committed to pursuing a waste reduction
program that is .effective in increasing the diversion :of
recyclable material from -our landfilils but is :also responsive
to the fiscal realities of the :County. By working with ‘the
Local Task Force .and its .consultants, the County ‘has -developed
a program that it believes :meets :both «of ‘these :0bjectives.
Details ‘of the program are provided ‘below:

PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE 'DIVERSION PROGRAM
A description -of the following programs and time tables are
contained in ‘the final SRRE attached to the petition. It is
anticipated that these programs will cost $60,000/$80,000
annually to maintain.
PROGRAM EXPECTED DIVERSTON

Inyo ‘County iCity/Bishop
1995 2000 ‘1995 2000

Source Reduction .
Jurisdictional Lobbying 0.2% 10.5% 0.2% 0.5%

Public .Awareness Programs ) : 0.2% ‘0.5% 0.2% ‘0.5%
Backyard Composting 0.5%  1.0% 0.5% 1.0%

Waste Audits 0.2% 10.5% 0.2% 0.5%
Procurement/Waste ‘Managing Policies 0.7% 1.5% 0.7% 1.5%
Xeriscaping 10.5% 1.0% 0.5% 1.0%
Recycling -

Dropoff Containers :at Landfill ' 2.7% 4.5% 2.7% 4.5%

Refuse Exchange at Landfilil A.6% 2.7%  1.6% 2.7%

Buy Back ‘Centers 2.0% 2.2% 2.0% 2.2%

Yard Waste Reuse '3.8%  5.6% 3.8% 5.6%
Construction iDebris ‘Reuse 2.6% 4.5% 2.6% 4.5%
Composting ‘

Centralized ‘Composting ‘ i0.10%  2.4% ©0.0% 2.4%

Special Waste

Sludge Land Application 0.20% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% o
Total 15.0% 27.1% A5.0% - .27.1%

“ . . Y



The County believes that this combination of programs offers
the following advantages:

- All programs are related; that is, they discuss the
issues of public education and awareness providing
guidance in promoting source reduction and recycling.

- Costs associated with program implementation are
minimized and within the limited budget available for
solid waste.

- A reasonable and obtainable dlver51on level can be
achleved
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REDUCTION OF PLANNING REQUIREMENTS

This section. discusses general and specific modifications of
planning requirements which are needed’ for the Inyo County/
City of Bishop SRRE.

Future Waste Generation Studies

Inyo County is small in population and divided into several -
isolated wastesheds, as shown on figure 1-3. Future waste
generation studies required for SRRE revisions and monitoring
and evaluation aof diversion programs would be difficult and
costly.

In Inyo County, the establishment and maintenance of any
recycling/reduction program is expected to be of higher
priority in reaching diversion goals than the expense of
performing statistically representative and seasconal waste
characterizations in each of the wastesheds.

Based upon County projections from the California Department
of Finance, growth in Inyo County is prajected to increase
less than 2% annually over the next ten years. This would
indicate very little, if any, change in the conmposition of
the waste in Inyo County. It.is not practical or warranted
to expend staff time and expense to perform unnecessary waste
generation studies.

CONCLUSTON

Inyo County/City of Bishop is strongly committed to
establishing successful recycling and source reduction
programs. However, due to the low population, low velume of
solid waste generated, isolation from markets, lack of funds
and staff, and other factors, the County and the City of
Bishop is petitioning the Waste Management Board for a
reduction in diversion goals and planning requirements.

The County proposes to implement recycling and reduction
programs to the maximum extent possible. These programs
include recycling as many types of material as possible (in
particular corrugated cardboard, paper, HDPE plastic,.and
scrap metals) and establishing a strong educational program
for drop off and buy back centers, residents, businesses,
schools, and visitors. However, the strength of any
recycling depends upon market conditions for materials.
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REDUCTION OF PLANNING REQUIREMENTS

This section discusses general and specific modifications of
planning requirements which are needed for the Inyo County/
City of Bishop SRRE.

Future Waste Generation Studies

Inye County is small in population and divided into several
isolated wastesheds, as shown on figure 1-3. Future waste
generation studies required for SRRE revisions and monitoring
and evaluation of diversion programs would be difficult and
costly. :

In Inyo County, the establishment and maintenance of any
recycllng/reductlon program is expected to be of higher
priority in reaching diversion goals than the expense of
performing statistically representative and seasonal. waste
characterizations in each of the wastesheds.

Based upon County projections from the California Department

of Finance, growth in Inyo County is projected to increase

less than 2% annually over the next ten years. This would -
indicate very little, if any, change in the composition of

the waste in Inyo County. It is not practical or warranted

to 'expend staff time and expense to perform unnecessary waste
generation studies.

CONCLUSION

Inyo County/City of Bishop is strongly committed to
establishing successful recycling and source reduction
programs. However, due to the low population, low volume of
solid waste generated, isolation from markets, lack of funds
and staff, and other factors, the County and the Clty of
Bishop is petltlonlng the Waste Management Board for a
reduction in diversion goals and planning requirements.

The County proposes to implement recycling and reduction
programs to the maximum extent possible. These programs
include recycling as many types of material as possible (in
particular corrugated cardboard, paper, HDPE plastic, and
scrap metals) and establishing a strong educational program
for drop off and buy back centers, residents, businesses,
schools, and visitors. However, the strength of any
recycling depends upon market conditions for materials.
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EXHIBIT a

Corrugated Containers: A lot of this material is sorted
and bailed at the Bishop-Sunland landfill by Brown’s
Maintenance and Supply. It is periodically shipped to the
Los Angeles area. Von‘’s markets, K-Mart and Payless Drug
bail and ship their corrugated cardpboard to the Los
Angeles area.

Newspaper. Collected at the Bishop-Sunland landfill by
Brown’s Maintenance and Supply and landfilled due to
‘market glut and prohibitive transportation costs.

High Grade Ledger Paper: Brown’s Maintenance and Supply
has a contract to collect this from some local buysiness
and governmental agencies.

Plastic: The plastic collected is California Redemption
Value only.

Glass: The glass collected is California Redemption Value
only.

Metals: Aluminum cans are collected at all recycling
centers in the County. Ferrous metals and tin cans are
collected primarily by Brown’s Maintenance and Supply.

Food Waste: Some food waste is saved by local markets for
farmers to feed their farm animals.

Miscellaneous .Organics: Some cooKking fats and oils are
collected by restaurants and shipped out .of the County for
reuse.

Auto Bodies: Brown’s Maintenance .and Supply collectis old
auto bodies.

28

-y e






CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

’ December 7, 1993

4

AGENDA ITEM #3

ITEM: Consideraticn of Adoption of Emergency Regulations
Regarding: Revisions to Preparing the Content of Source
Reduction and Recycling Elements (Article 6.2); New
Regulations for Preparing the Content of Nondisposal
Facility Elements (Article 6.4); and Revisions to the
Procedures for Preparation, Adoption and Approval of
the Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household
Hazardous Waste Element and the Nondisposal Facility
Element ({(Article 7.0)

BACKGROUND :

Assembly Bill 440 (Sher, Stats. 1993, c. 1169), among other
provisions, requires the Board to adopt emergency regulations no
later than December 31, 1993, to facilitate implementation of the
California Integrated Waste Management Act (Act), as amended by
AR 2494 (Sher, Stats. 1992, ¢. 1292) and AB 3001 (Cortese, Stats.
1992, ©. 1291), governing the preparation and submission of city,
county and regional agency Source Reduction and Recycling
Elements {SRREs) and city and county Nondisposal Facility
Elements (NDFEs). '

To facilitate the implementation of the Act, as amended, it is
necessary that revisions be made to the California Code of
Regulations (CCR) related to the content, preparation and
approval of the city, county, and regional agency Source
Reduction and Recycling Element {SRRE) and the Household
Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE). FPurther, to facilitate
implementation of the Act, as amended by AB 3001, new regulations
are required to provide guidance for the preparation and
approval of the city and county Nondisposal Facility Element
{NDFE} .

The following is a brief description of aforementioned
legislation and the associated statutory changes to the Act:

AB 2494: (Sher, Stats.1992, c. 1292)

Prior to the enactment of AB 249%4, compliance with the solid
waste diversion requirements was determined by tracking and
quantifying the amount of waste diverted by the implementation of
all diversion programs and by guantifying all disposal amounts.
With the enactment of AB 2494, the Board and jurisdictions are
required to use a disposal-based method of measurement in
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determining: achievement of the required: diversion rates. Under
the new system jurisdictions will measure: tonnage- digpesed at
disposal facilities and determine: whether tonnage: has been
reduced by’ 25% and’ 50%. as. compared: to their baseline waste
generation rate.

Another change brought about: by AB. 2494 was a simplification of
program reporting requirements in the  SRRE. Prior to enactment
of AB 2494, the SRRE was required to contain an explanation of
how each. of the SRRE. component programs were to be moenitored and
evaluated during their implementation. The: Act, as amended by

AB 2494, requires that only those programs: 1dent1f1ed in the SRRE
which 1nvolve recycling or composting and which are. funded orxr
operated by the jurisdiction must be. monitored, evaluated and
reported to the Board for market development purposes.

Finally, AB. 2494 authorizes a city or county to. foerm regiocnal
agencies to provide for regional implementation of the planning
mandates.

AB 3001: (Cortese, Stats. 1992, c. 1291}

In 1992, the California Legislature enacted AB 3001. This statute
requires every city and county to prepare and adopt a NDFE. .
A Nondisposal Facility is any scolid waste facility required to
obtain a solid waste facilities permit except, disposal
facilities and transformation facilities. The city or county is
required to describe and identify existing, expanded and new
nondisposal facilities that a jurisdiction will utilize to reach
the mandated goals.

AB 440: (8her, Stats. 1993, c. 1169)

The Governor signed AB 440 as an urgency statute on October 11,
1993. As such, the provisions of AB 440 toock effect immediately.

AB 440 makes significant changes in the way the SRRE and NDFE are
submitted for Board approval. The statute now requires each
jurisdiction to submit its SRRE and NDFE directly to the Board
for approval according to a schedule based on the remaining
permitted disposal capacity within the county of orlgln This
schedule is as follows:

Jurisdictions in counties with less than eight vyears
capacity are required to submit their SRRE and NDFE to the
Board by April 30, 1994 (144 jurisdictions).

Jurisdictions in counties with eight to fifteen years of

disposal capacity are required to submit their SRRE and NDFE
to the Board by August 31, 1994 (147 jurisdictions). .
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Jurisdictions in counties with fifteen or more years of
disposal capacity are required to submit their SRRE and NDFE
to the Board for approval by December 31, 1994 (219
jurisdictions). :

AB 440 also removed the population ceiling of 250,000 citizens
for the formation of regions for achievement of the diversion
requirements of the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1589.
This would allow urban, as well as rural jurisdictions, to form
regional agencies. Under the provisions of AB 440, a regional
agency may be the responsible agency for compliance with the
planning and diversion requirements of the Act. Please note
though, that jurisdictions which participate in a regional agency
for the achievement of the diversion requirements will no longer
be eligible for reductions in those requirements. If the Board
has previously granted a jurisdiction who wishes to participate
in a regional formation, such a reduction will no. longer apply.

ANALYSIS:

Pursuant to AR 440 the Board is directed to adopt emergency
regulations and submit them to the Office of Administrative Law
(OBL) at the earliest feasible date, but no later than December
31, 1993. These regulations are needed to guide jurisdictions in
their implementation of AR 2494 and AB 3001 for preparing,
adopting and submittal for approval of their SRREs and their
NDFEs. dJurisdictions are not required to revise their SRREs to
comply with the requirements of AB 2494, prior to submittal to
"the Board for approval under AB 440.

staff of the Governmental and Regulatory Assistance Division,
Office of Local Assistance, in consultation.with the other
affected Board Divisions, Offices, and Board Member Advisors,
have developed proposed emergency regulations to facilitate
implementation of the Act as amended by AB 2494 (Sher), AB 3001
{Cortese) and AB 440 (Attached). ‘

The regulations have been noticed for a 30-day public comment
period. In accordance with the provisions of PRC section 40502
(AB 440), the subject regulations have been noticed by the OAL.
As required, two public hearings have been held, cne in Whittier
on November 16th and one in Sacramento on November 19, 1993, in
order to receive public comment on the regulations. In addition,
a focused workshop was held on November 18, 1993 to discuss the
proposed revisions to CCR 18776 (procedures for requesting
diversion credit for waste type "sludge").

During the prescribed 30 day comment period on the proposed
emergency regulations, Board staff received 28 written comments
and approximately 53 oral communications. The Board staff

S¥



Local Assistance and Planning Committee Agenda Item #3 .
December 7, 1993 Page 4

reviewed the public comments on the proposed regulations and have
revised the regulations based on these comments.

An Initial Study and Negative Declaration were prepared pursuant
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and have been
noticed for public comment.

STAFF RECCMMENDATIONS:

Staff recommends Committee adoption of the Initial Study and
Negative Declaration. If these documents are adopted, staff
.recommends Committee adoption of the proposed emergency
regulations for Article 6.2, 6.4, and 7.0 and forward the
proposed regulations to the Board for consideration of approval
at the December 15, 1993 meeting.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Proposed Emergency Regulations / Article 6.2
(SRRE Scope and Content)

2. Proposed Emergency Regulations / Article 6.4 . S.
(NDFE Guidance) . . N

3. Proposed Emergency Regulations / Article 7.0
(procedures for preparation, adoption and approval of the
SRRE, HHWE and NDFE)

4. Inital Study

5. Board Resolution 93- /3¢

6. Board Resoclution 93-137

(fime

Prepared by:__Steve DeMello Sptiit Phone_255-2667
Reviewed by:__Dianne Range ;ﬂ/ Phone 255-2304
Reviewed by:_ Judith J. Friedmagaﬂ'@h%?— Phone 255-2303

Reviewed by:__Dorothy Rice 17' KJLJL’/’ Phone 255-2306

" Legal Review: ch Date/Time /Mi#ﬂéﬁ /2% 0am.
f [i

. | . - - &S



WO UMd WM

TITLE 14

Chapter 9.

Article 6.2

Section
18730
18731
18732
18733
18733.
18733.
18733.
18733.
18733.
18733,
18734
18734.
18734.
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18734.3

18735
18735.1
18735.2

18735.3
18735.4
18735.5
18736

18736.1
18736.2

18736.3
18736.4
18737

18737.1
18737.2

18740 !
18744 )

—
Attachment 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

PLANNING GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES FOR
PREPARING AND REVISING COUNTYWIDE INTEGRATED
WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANS

Source Reduction and Recycling Elements
DETAILED ANALYSIS

Scope

Goals and Objectives _

Solid Waste Generation Analysis

Model Component Format

Component Objectives

Existing Conditions Description

Evaluation of Alternatives

Selection of Program

Program Implementation

Monitoring and Evaluation

Source Reduction Compconent: Specific Requirements
Source Reduction Component Objectives

Source Reduction Component Existing Conditions
Description

Evaluation of Source Reduction. Program
Alternatives

Recycling Component Specific Requirements
Recycling Component Objectives

Recycling Component Program Existing Conditions
Description

Evaluation of Recycling Program Alternatives
Selection of Recycling Program

Recycling Program Implementation

Composting Component Specific Requirements
Composting Component Objectives

Composting Component Program Existing Conditions
Description

Evaluation of Composting Program Alternatives
Selection of Composting Program

Special Waste Component

Special Waste Component Objectives

Special Waste Compconent Existing Conditions
Description

Education and Public Information Component
Solid Waste Bispesal Facility Capacity Component

5.2 - 1
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18746 - Funding Component
18748 Integration Component

CHAPTER 9: PLANNING GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES
FOR PREPARING AND REVISING COUNTYWIDE
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT PLANS

ARTICLE 6.2: SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING . ELEMENTS

Section 18730. Scope.

(2a) The Source Reduction and Recycling SRR Element (SRRE)
shall specify the means by which each jurisdiction reguired to

prepare and implement a SRR Element shall achieve the diversion
mandates reguired by Public Resources Code section 41780 and
41780.1.

{b) The SRRE &SRh—Flement shall include items identified in
Chapter 9, Article 6.1, sections 18722 through 18726, and
sectionsg 18731 through 18749 of this Article, as applicable.

{c) Unless otherwise specified, this Article pertains to
initial and subsequent SRREs SRR-BElemert. '

cit count: city and county or a regional agenc

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—41824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40052, 40057, 40970-40975,
41000, 41300, and 41780 and 41780.1, Public Resources Code.

Section 18731. Goals :and Objectives.

The SRRE SRR-Element shall include statements which define the
goals s and objectives for the short term and medium-term planning
periods.

(a) SRRE sRR—FElement goals shall be consistent with the
mandates of section 40051 of the Public Resources Code.

(b) SRRE SRR—Element objectives shall identify the amount
summarize—the percentage of solid waste -éiversien which the

jurisdiction plans to divert from disposal at disposal facilities
to comply with the diversion requirements of Public Resource Code
Sections 41780 and 41780.1 attats through each of the component
programs described in sections 18733 through 18748 of this

6.2 - 2
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(c) SRRE SRR—EBlemernt objectives shall specify the time frame
for achievement of each objective.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 amd—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40051, 40052, 40900(c),
41001, and 41301, 41781 .2 Public Resources Code.

Section 18732. Solid Waste Generation Analysis.

Each jurisdiction preparing a SRRE SRR—Element shall prepare a
solid waste generation analysis based upon the information
developed in Article 6.1 of this Chapter. The analysis shall
include, but not be limited to, the following:

(a) For the injtial SRRE SRR—Element, include a A list, by
specific waste categories, as denoted in section 18722, of
Article 6.1 of this Chapter, of the quantities of materials

- currently diverted from dispesal, and the materials identified as

being currently disposed according to the Waste Generation Study
conducted by the jurisdiction.

(b) A list of the waste materials currently disposed in the
jurisdiction which could potentially be diverted from disposal by
use of the diversion programs described in sections 18733 through
18740, of this Article. '

(c) A list of the waste materials currently disposed in the
jurisdiction which cannot be diverted from disposal by diversion
programs including, but not limited to, those described in
sections 18733 through 18740, of this Article and a discussion of
why these waste materials cannot be diverted from disposal.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 ard—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41030, 41051, 41071, 41201,
41330, 41351, 41371, and 41401, Public Resources Code.

Section 18733. Model Component Format.

(a) The model component format, described in sections
18733.1 through 18733.6 of this Article, shall be used in the
preparation of each of the following individual components of the

SRRE SRR—FElement:

(1) Source Reduction Component
(2) Recycling Component

S8
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(3) Composting Component
(4) Special Waste Component

{b) Additional regquirements contained in sections 18734
through 18738.5 of this Article, shall be included in the
preparation of the components, listed in section 18733(a) of this
Article, in accordance with the model component format..

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and 4%824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 4X003 and 41303, Public
Resocurces Code. :

Section 18733.1. Component Objectives.

{a} Each component shall state the specific objectives to be
accomplished during the short-term and medium-term planning
periods. The initial SRRE SRR—EYremest component objectives shall
be based upon the results of the Solid Waste Generation Analysis
required by section 18732 of this Article and other local
considerations which may be necessary to accomplish 1ntegrated
waste management.

{b) For the initial SRRE SRR—Element, Egach jurisdiction
shall identify specific waste categories or waste types, as found ;.

in the Solid Waste Generation Study conducted pursuant to section
18722, of Article 6.1 of this Chapter, as priorities for waste
diversion based on analysis of solid waste generation in terms of
criteria which may include, but are not limited to, the
following:

{1} volume of the solid waste;

(2) weight of the solid waste;

(3} hazard of the solid waste; and

(4) material, products or packages, contributing to the

waste category or waste type, that are made of ‘non-renewable

resources.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41054, 41071, 41201, 41351,
41371 and 41401, Public Resources Code.

Section 18733.2. Existing Conditions Description.

{(a) As applicable, each component, listed in section
18733 (a) of this Article, shall include a description of the

6.2 - 4
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existing diversion alternatives for each component program in the
jurisdiction. The description shall include, but not be limited
to, the following: ;

(1) a brief description of each existing diversion
alternative implemented in the jurisdiction; and

(2) the quantity of waste diverted, listed by waste
category and waste type where applicable_as follows:

(A} for the initial SRRE SRR Blement identify the quantity
of waste diverted for each existing diversion
alternative. Waste quantities shall be specified by
volume, expressed in cublic yards, or by weight,
expressed in tons;

(B) for a subsequent SRRE SRR—Element, quantify each
existing diversion alternative which involves recycling
or composting programs that are operated or funded by a
jurisdiction. Waste quantities shall be specified by
volume, expressed in cubic yards, or by weight,
expressed in tons;

(3) an identification and description of the existing
diversion alternatives within the jurisdicticn that
will be decreased in scope, phased out or closed during
the short-term and medium-term planning periods. The
description shall include a discussion of the effects
of such closure on existing sclid waste management
activities within the jurisdiction and its impact on
the attainment of the solid waste diversion mandates '
specified in section 41780 and gection 41780.1, Public
Resources Code. - '

{b) The information provided in this section shall be used

to:ouppert qHaﬁE&f&e&E&6ﬁ—6é—e*&S%&ﬁg—ét*&fﬂiﬁﬁ—é%%éfﬁaﬁ&#eﬁ—%@
determine—the current—percentage.

1 account for existing diversion amounts when calculatin

basevear solid waste generation rates in the initial SRRE SRR
Element, and

(2) determining the maximum allowable disposal rates for

- subsequent SRREs SRR—Element as set forth in sections 41780 and

41780.1, Public Resources Code.

6.2 - 5
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NOTE: Authority .cited: :Sections 40502 aré—43824, Public
Resources Code. '‘Refenence: Section 410371, 471333, 41780.2, 40901
3 A3FeLe)-, PUblic JResources :Code..

Section 18733.3.. 'Evaluation .of .Aliternatives.

Each compenent :ghalil include :@an :evaluation of :diversion

alternatives which have ‘been considered for local Implementation

for the ;purpose :of :acdhieving - the\objectrwes required- 1n¢sectlon

18733.71, :00f ithie Article.

{a) Each .&lternative considexred :ghaill 'be evaluated 3n terms
of ithe following icriteria and .any sother Local congiderations:

(1) :effectiveness in wreducing either :solid waste
volume, weight, pexrcentage im welght or its wolumetric
equivalent; :

«{2) ihazard created by ithe @lternative .consideredy

(3) @bility to accommodate «Changing «conomic,
technelogical,, :@and social «conditions;

{4} wconsegquences ©f the diversion :Elternative :on ithe
:Ccharacterized waste, :such :@as ghifting solid waste :generation o
from one stype :0f sclid waste ‘te :ancther; - .

(8}  whether it .can ‘be :implemented in ithe :Short-iterm :and
medium-term jplanning periods; and

469 the meed for wexpanding existing facilities or building
new facilities ito support implementation «©f ‘the :aliternative.

{p) In .additdion, ithe .evaluation ishalil include, but not be
limited -to, The following: :

(1) a «@iscussion of the :consistency wof :each aliternative with
applicable local policies, jplans, and .ordinances ‘based :upon
local conditions;

129 :a discussion -of :any dinstitutional barriers to local
dmplementation :0f .each alternativey

{33 an estimate of the costs related ‘to ithe implementation
of eacrh dlternative being evaluated For :the short-term .and
medium-term planning periods; and

{4) -a discussion of 'the ;availability of local, regional,

state, national, :and internmational -end-uses for ‘the
materials which would be ‘diwverted through implementation of

6.2 - 6 : ' ) .
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each alternative being considered.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and-—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40900{c), 41053, 41073,
41203, 41250, 41280, 41353, 41373, 41403, 41450, and 41480+ and
41781 .1, Public Resources Code. :

Section 18733.4. Selection of Program,

Each component shall identify and describe the divexrsion
alternatives selected, including existing diversion alternatives,

. expansions of existing diversion alternatives, and new diversion

alternatives, which will be implemented to meet the obiectives of
the component and meet the solid waste diversion requirements
specified in Public Resources Code, sections 41780 and 41780.1.
This selection shall be based upon the evaluations conducted
pursuant to section 18733.3 of this Article. The program

.description shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

(a) a discussion of each diversion alternative selected for
the program identifying why the alternative was selected for
implementaticon. For the initial SRRE SRR—FElement Pthis discussion
shall be based upon the data compiled in the solid waste
generation study conducted pursuant to Article 6.1, of this
Chapter, information contained in the solid waste generation
analysis required by section 18732 of this Article; and the
evaluation conducted pursuant to section 18733.3 of this Article.

(b} an estimate of the anticipated quantities of solid
wasteés to be diverted from solid waste dispeosal, by diversion
program and waste type, for the short-term and medium-term
planning periods. Solid waste quantities shall be estimated
either by volume, expressed in cubic yards, or by weight,
expressed in tons. Each component shall state the anticipated
percentage of contribution of the selected program towards the
diversion mandates required by section 41780 and 41780.1 of the
Public Resources Code;

(c) as applicable to the component, a listing of the
anticipated local, regional, state, national, and/or
international end-uses for diverted materials based upon the
evaluation of the diversion alternative required by section
18733.3(b) (4) of this Article;

(d) as applicable to the component, a description of the

proposed methods for handling and disposal which may be necessary
to implement the selected program; and '

ke
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(e) a description of any facilities to be utilized for the
implementation -0of the program which section 18733.3 of this
Article has shown must be expanded or built to support
implementation of the selected program.

{f}). Each diversion alternative which involves waste type
"siudge" shall, in addition to the criterxria set forth in
subsections {a) and (b) of this section, be subject to a finding
by the Board as described in Article 7.0 section 18776. '

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 amrd—43824, Public
Resources ‘Code. Reference: Sections 40900(c}, 41050 through
41053, 41070 through 41075, 41200 through 41204, 41250, 41280,
41350 through 41353, 41370 through 41375, 41400 through 41404,
41450, apd 41780 and 41780.1, Public Resources Code.

Section 18733.5. Program Implementation.

Each component shall contain a program implementation description
which includes, but is not limited to, the following:

{a) identification of government agencies and divisions
therecof, organizations, and/or persons responsible for .
implementation of the selected program; ‘.

{b} identification of the tasks necessary to implemént the
selected program; :

{c) identification of a short-term and medium-term planning
period implementation schedule addressing each task identified in
(b) of this section; and

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 ard—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40900(c), 41050, 41070,
41200, 41250, 41280, 41350, 41370, 41400, 41450, 41480, and
41780, Public Resources Code.

-Section 18733.6. Monitoring and Evaluation.

Each recycling or composting component program that is operated
or funded by a jurisdiction shall contain an explanation of how
the program is to be monitored and evaluated during its
implementation as follows:
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35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

(a) identify the methods to quantify and monitor achievement
of the objectives, including but not limited to, diversion from

- 80lid waste landfills and transformation facilities and reduction

of waste hazards. Actual solid waste diversion_shall be
quantified either by volume, expressed in cubic yards, or by
weight, expressed in tons, and as a percentage of the total solid
waste generation of the jurisdiction.

(b) each jurisdiction shall use one or more of the following
methods to menitor and evaluate diversion programs being
implemented aﬁd—Eeaeva%ﬁeee—whe%hef—Ehe—gregrams—w&%%—aeﬁﬁfe
eomptianee—with-—the mandateddiversienreguirements:

{1) for the initial SRRE SRR—Flement, a Waste CGeneration
Study consistent with the waste generation study prepared
under section 18722, of Article 6.1 of this Chapter;

(2) targeted solid waste characterization studies involving

recycling, composting, transformation, and solid waste
landfill facilities to measure changes in the volume,
weight and hazard of specific materlalS—"W&Eh—aéiﬁS%ﬁeﬁES

forahiftasin-gelid-waste generagtion coused-byoeuree
reduetions;

{3) an assessment of any changes in the design, production,
distribution, sale, and/or use of selected products and
packages which affect solid waste generation; or

(4) another method for which prior written approval has
been given by the Board.

{c} Each jurisdiction shall provide the following
information based upon the specific monitoring and evaluation

methods selected for each recycling and composting program that
is operated or funded by a jurisdiction pregram:

{1} written criteria for evaluating the program’s
effectiveness;

(2) identification of agencies or divisions thereof,
organizations, and/or persons responsible for the program’'s
monitoring, evaluation, and reporting;

E ; . i P g . . E ; 1l * i 3 .
' .
[ [ ’

444 (3) identification of measures to be implemented if
monitoring shows a shortfall in the attainment of seolid

6.2 - 9
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wastez diversionzobjéctives=off the: componentt or: as shortfall’
ins thez attaihment: off thez diversionm: mandatess specified? ih:
Publit: Resources: Codés ., section 417800 and? 417807 17.. Suchh
measuressmayi. includes . buts arer nott limitedito;. provisionss
for::

(A) increasihgzthe:z frequencyyoff programrmonitorihgs; andi
review;. or;.

(BY modification:off thez objectivessorrdiversiontalternativess
adopred: inm eacht componentr programs.

NOTE? : Authorityys cited?: Sect'ionss 405022 andd41+8249% Public:
Resources: Codes . Reférence:: Sectionss 409013 . 410527, 1072",412023
41250, 412807, 413527 443722, 444027, 414507, and?447807, and}4317807 1"

PublicrReéesources:Codeés.

Séction=187344i. Sdurce:RedictionzCoémponenttSpecificzRequirements.

Thez SourcezReductions Componentr shalll ihcludés ther requirements-
contained?inn sectionss 187335 throught 187344 35 o0ff thisy Articlen

ey

NOTE:: Authorityy,ycited:: Seectionar 405027 ands41824%, Public
Resourcesz Cddez. Reférencen: Séctionsy 410508 and?413507, Pablicr
Resourcess Codésn-.

Section=1873441%. Source:zReédictioniCémponentt Objectives:.
(a}: Eachh jurisdictiontshalll examinezandiselect: sourcer

redictionzprogramuobjectivess whichh: meet“theﬁgoal.of;mlmlmlzlng
thes quantltyzof\solld waste“dlsgosed ge&e*a&eé ;

not:limitedit0$;théuféllbwihgg-
(1) redicingstheszusezoffnon:recyctablesmateriaiss:

(2} replacihgzdisposable:materialssandiproductsswithh
reusabileesmaterialssandiprodictsy; :

(3) - reducihgipackaging;:
(49 reducingzthezamount: offyard’wastessgenerateds;:

(5)° purchasihgorepairablezproductss; ands:



1 (6) increasing the efficiency of the use of paper,
2 cardboard, glass, metal, and other materials by reduC1ng
3 wastes from non-residential generators’ production
4 operations, processes, and equipment and considering
5 durability, reusability, and recyclability as product
6 selection criteria.
7
8 {(b) Each jurisdiction shall identify specific waste types
9 (materials, products, and packaging) to be targeted for the
10 source reduction objectives, based upon criteria, Wthh include,
11 but are not limited to, the following:
12
13 (1} the potential to extend the useful life of affected
14 materials, products, or packaging; and
15
16 (2) whether the waste type has limited recyclability.
17
18 (3) -whether the digposal ¢of a certain waste type may
19 contain material which may cause an adverse environmental
20 impact.
21
22 _
23 NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and-43824, Public
24 Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40900{(c), 41050 through 41054
25 and 41350 through 41354, Public Resources Code.

[ SIS
~] O

28 Section 18734.2. Source Reduction Component Exiasting Conditions
29 Description. :

30

31 (a} The description of existing conditions shall identify
32 the source reduction activities currently being performed by

33 public and private entities including, but not limited to

34 governmental, commercial, and industrial entities;

35 :

36 (b) For the initia) SRRE SRR-Element, Qguantification of
37 current source reductions achieved through existing programs

38 within the jurisdiction shall meet the following criteria:

39 '

40 (1) the methodology, assumptions, and results shall be
41. described, documented, and verified; and-

42

43 {2} the jurisdiction shall use the best readily available
44 and applicable data, which may include direct observations
45 and measurements of source reduction and the results of

46 monitoring programs similar to those identified in section
47 18733.6 of this Article.

48

49 NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and-431824, Public

50 Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41050, 41053, 41350 and

6.2 - 11
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41353, ‘Public ‘Resources .Code.

Section 1

Alternati

8734..3. .Evaluation of :Source Reduction ‘Program

ves.

Each jurisdiction :ghall consider :source reduction @Eiversien

program dlternatives ‘including, ‘but mot lTimited ‘to, .the

following.:

{a}

are not 1

(1)
(2)

‘Rate -structure modifications,

imited to.

local waste .disposal fee modificationsy

‘quantity-based local user fees,
are ‘not limited to,
collection services,

containers set out for collection;

(b)
include,

(1)
(2)
(3)
{c)

alternatives, which :may include,

(1)

{2)

(3)

‘which ‘may include, ibut

which ‘may -include, but
variable can ‘rates for :garbage
‘such as fees based on ‘the number of

Creation of other economic .incentives, which may
but are not dimited to:

Yoans, :grants,

:aqposits,

.and loan ‘guarantees;

refunds, 'and ‘rebates; :and

reduced :business license fees;

Technical ‘assistance or .instructional -and ‘promotional

‘waste evaluations;

‘but :are ‘not limited to:

the establishment -of compost iprograms ‘which cassist
generators to compost :at ‘the site «of :generation;

technical assistance "to 'industry :and consumer

organizations,

(4)

programs,

foru

(5}

{6)

of s

and to source reduction businesses;

educational efforts, .such '‘as consumer @awareness

ms;

school curricula development, :seminars.,

-and :public

-awards :and :other 'types of :public .recognition :for source
‘reduction activities; @and

mnon-procurement :source .reduction jprograms, :such as
education of employees, 'office changes to 'increase the use

crap paper,

increased use of -electronic mail,

6.

2

12

and

7
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increased double-sided copying.

(d} Regulatory programs, which may include, but are not
limited to:

(1) local adoption of ordinances that specify that one or
more of the following criteria be considered in the
procurement selection of products and packaging by the
jurisdiction: _ _ - -
(A) durability

(B) recyclability

(C) reusability

(D} recycled material content

(2} local establishment of incentives and dlSlncentlves to
land-use development that promote source reduction;

(3) locally established requirements of waste reduction
planning and reporting by waste generators or manufacturers;

(4) local adoption of bans on products and packaglng to the
extent the following can be demonstrated:

(A) the ban will result in reduction in waste at the
source, rather than substitution by another product or
package of equivalent or greater volume; or and

(Bf the ban will result in a net environmental benefit.
NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public

Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41050 through 41054 and
41350 through 41354, Public Resources Code.

Seétion 18735. Recycling Component Specific Requirements.
The Recycling Component shall include the requirements contained
in sections 18733.1 through 18733.6 and 18735.1 through 18735.5

of this Article.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41070 and 41370, Public

Resources Code.

Section 18735.1. Recycling Component Objectives.

6.2 - 13
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A statement of market development objectives to be achieved in
the short-term and medium-term planning pericds shall be inciuded
in. the goals and objectives section of the recycling cénponént,
as required by sections 41074 and 41374 of the Public Réscurces
Code.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and=43824, Public
Resources: Code. Reference: Sections 41070 through 41074 arid.
41370 through 41374, Public¢ Resources Code.

Section 18735.2. Recycling Component Program Existing Conditions
Description..

The description of the existing recycling program shatl include,
but' not be: Iimited to, a description of existing private and
public recycling activities, local market: develcopment activities,
including any government: procurement. programs , economi:c
development. activities, consumer incentives, and educdation
programs: conducted. within: the jurisdictiocn..

NOTE': Authority cited: Sections=~40502. and-43e34, Bublic
Resources: Code:. Reference: Sections 41070 and 41370, Public
Resources: Code-. .

T oka
ety

Section: 18735.3. Evaluation: of Recycling Program Alternatives.

Each jurisdiction: shall analyzetthe?recyclingfd&versidh}
alternatives: affecting residential, commercial., and' irndustrial
wastes. The: analysis shall. take: inte account- existing: recydlirg:
programsrand?thefr‘pdqsﬁbfe?expansion:" e advantagesoand:

- - - 'ty —t

rali-Pexaddressed in addition

rééS?offconcern:speciffediinﬂséCEfdn‘Iaf}ﬁ.defiﬁHis

g == WL e R I AN

to the: a

- Article:..

(@) Ther alternatives shall. include:,. But. not: be: Iimited: to,
the=followinggmethodb%for:aCCompLishing§séparétidhadfiEhb?
recyclabler materials: from: the: waste: stream:

(T} separationloffrecyciabieamatér;aigkqtiEhéﬂsouréézoff

generation,. including: curbside: and! mobile: collection:

systemsy

(2) drop-off’ recycling; centersi:

{3) Dbuy=back" recycling: centers;

6.2 — 14 ' .
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(4) manual material recovery operations;

{5) mechanized material recovery operations that produce a
product which has a market; and ——

(6) salvage at solid waste facilities.

(b) The jurisdiction shall consider changing zoning and .
building code practices to encourage recycling of solid wastes,
such as, rezoning to allow siting of a drop-off recycling center
in residential neighborhoods or revising building codes to
reguire adequate space be allotted in new construction for
interim storage of source-separated materials.

(¢} The jurisdiction shall consider changing existing rate
structures to encourage recycling of solid wastes.

(d) The jurisdiction shall consider the methods which it
will use to increase the markets for recycled materials,
including, but not limited to, changing governmental procurement
programs to promote market development by giving purchase
preferences to recycled products or otherwise specifying their
use.

(e} The jurisdiction shall encourage handling methods which
preserve the integrity of recovered materials so that they remain
usable raw materials for manufacturers of recycled content
products. For this purpose, the jurisdiction shall consider the
extent to which separation of recyclable materials from waste can
be performed as close to the point of generation as possible.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 ard—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40900(d), 41075 and 41375,
Public Resources Code.

Section 18735.4. Selection of Recycling Program.

{a} The Recycling Component -shall identify the end markets
or end users which will be secured during the short-term period,
for the materials collected. In the event that such markets
cannot be identified, the component shall describe the methods by
which the jurisdiction will secure the necessary markets.

(1) The identification of markets may be described in
general terms.

(2) Planned development of markets at manufacturing
facilities in the jurisdiction shall also be described.

5.2 - 15
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(b) The Recycling Component shall describe the measures to
be taken if un-economical market conditions or other urifavorable
conditions occur which are beyond the jurisdiction’s control and
which would prevent the jurisdiction from satisfying the -
requirements of section 41780 and 41780.1 of thé Public Resource
Code.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and=43824, Bublic
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41074; and 41374, Public
Resources Code.

Section 18735.5. Recycling Program Implementation.

The recycling program shall denote actions planned £o deter
unauthorized removal of recyclable materials which would
adversely affect the recycling program’s effectiveness.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41070 and 41370, Public
Resources Code.

Section 18736. Composting Component Specific Reguiremerits.

The Composting Component shall include the requirements contained
in sectioms 18733.1 through 18733.6 and 18736.1 through I8736.4 . 5.
of this Article. o

NOTE: Authority c1ted ‘Sections 40502 and-41824¢, Publlc
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41200 and 41400, Public
Resources Code..

-

Section 18736.1 Composting Component Objéctives

A statement of market devélopment cbjectives to be achieved im
the: short-term and medium-term planning perlods shall Be prov1ded
in the Composting Component, as required by sections 41204 and
41404 of the Public' Resources Code..

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections' 40502 Y Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41200 andi@1¥00) PublLic
Resources Code.

Section 18736.2. Composting Component. Program. Exiating
Conditions Desgcription..

The description. of the existing compostlng program shalll incTude,
but not. be: limited: to, a description of eéxisting local market
development. activities),, including any goveérnment. prdcurenent
programs, economic: development activitiles, or consumer incentives

6.2 - I ‘ 1"
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conducted within the jurisdiction.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41200 and 41400, Public
Resources Code. - T

Section 18736.3. Evaluation of Composting Program Alternatives.

(a) Composting program alternatives that qualify toward
achievement of the diversion mandates specified in section 41780
of the Public Resources Code shall include only those
alternatives whose products result from the controlled biolegical
decomposition of organic wastes that are source separated from
the municipal solid waste stream or separated at a centralized
waste processing facility.

(b) Composting alternatives do not include composting of
solid waste at the site of generation by the generator, since
such an alternative constitutes a source reduction method.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 snd—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41201, 41202, 41401 and
41402, Public Resources Code. '

Section 18736.4. Selection of Composting Program.

{a) The Composting Componeént shall identify the end markets
or end use which will be secured during the short-term period for
the materials composted, using the selected program. In the event
that such markets cannot be firmly identified, the component
shall describe the methods by which the jurisdiction will secure
the necessary markets. The identification of markets may be
described in general terms. Planned development of markets at
manufacturing facilities in the jurisdiction shall also be
described.

(b) The Composting Component shall describe the measures to
be taken if un-economical market conditions occur beyond the
jurisdiction’s control, which would prevent the jurisdiction from
satisfying the requirements of section 41780 and 41780.1 of the
Public Resource Code.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 amrd—431824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41200, 41204, 41400, and

" 41404, Public Resources Code.

=
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Section 18737. Special Waste Component.

The Special Waste Component shall include the requirements
contained in sections 18733.1 through 18733.6_and 18737.1 and
18737.2 of this Article.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—431824, Public

Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40900 (c), 41250 and 41450,
Public Resources Code,

Section 18737.1. Special Waste Component Objectives.

For the initial SRRE SRR—Element Beach jurisdiction shall examine

and select Special Waste Component objectives based upon data

generated in the Sclid Waste Generation Study, conducted pursuant
to section 18722, of Article 6.1 of this Chapter. The objectives

shall include a plan to reduce the hazard potential of special
wastes by waste type.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and41824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40900(¢c), 41250 and 41450,
Public Resocurces Code.

Secticn 18737.2. Special Waste Component Existing Conditions
Degcription.

(a) The description of the existing special waste program
shall include, but not be limited to, a description of existing
solid waste facilities which are permitted to handle or dispose
of special wastes. Where applicable, the description shall
include a discussion of other regulatory agency requirements,
permits, or other documents associated with the operation of
these facilities. :

(1) regulatory agencies include, but are not limited to,
regional water quality control boards, air quality

management districts, and the Department—ef Health Serviees

Department of Toxics Substances Control.

(b) for the initial SRRE SRR—Elemernt the jurisdiction shall

provide .a discussion on those special wastes identified in the
Waste Generation Study conducted pursuant to section 18722, of
Article 6.1 of this Chapter for which there is currently no

permitted handling or disposal method within the jurisdiction.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sectione 40502 and—41824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41250 and 41450, Public
Resources Code.

6.2 - 18




Wm0 b Wk

* Section 18740. Education and Public Information Component.

{a) Component objectives. The Education and Public
Information Component shall include a statement of educational
and informational objectives for the short-term and medium-term
planning periods.

(b) Existing program description. The component shall
include a description of all existing educational and public
information programs and activities within the jurisdiction which
promote source reduction, recycling,. composting, and the safe

. handling and disposal of solid waste.

(c) Selection of program alternatives. For the initial SRRE
SRR—Element Tthe component shall incorporate data compiled in the
solid waste generation study conducted pursuant to Article 6.1
and the solid waste generation analysis of section 18732.0f this
Article to identify solid waste generators that will be targeted
in educational and public information programs.

(d) Program implementation. The compconent shall include a
program implementation discussion which:

(1) identifies those agencies or divisions thereof,
organizations, and/or persons responsible for
implementation; :

(2) identifies required implementation tasks;

(3) establiéhés'short—terﬁ and medium-term implementation
schedules for tasks;

(e) Monitoring and evaluation. For each component prodgram

which involves recycling or composting programs that are operated
or funded by a jurisdiction, Fthe component shall:

(1) identify the methods to be used to measure achievement
of the education and public information cbjectives
identified pursuant to section {a), above;

{2) establish .written criteria by which to evaluate program
effectiveness;

(3} identify agencies or divisions thereof, organizations,
and/or persons responsible for program monitoring,

6.2 - 19
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evaluation, :and reporting;

: g g , . ond ] . Eundi , ’
FoveRHe S —aRd—revenie—goureeg

454-(4) identify measures to be implemented if monitoring
performed pursuant to section 18733.6 (a) of this Article
shows .a shortfall in the attainment of the solid waste
diversion objectives; and

46+(5) establish a program monitoring and reporting
‘schedule.

NOTE.: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40901, 41220 and 41420,
Public Resources Code.

Section '18744. Dippesal Scolid Waste Facility Capacity Component.

(a) For the initial SRRE SRR-Blement Pthe Solid Waste
dispesat Facility Capacity Component shall identify and describe
all existing permitted solid waste landfills .and transformation
facilities within the jurisdiction. This description .shall

contain the following:

(1)

vk

identification of ‘the owner and operator of .each

permitted solid waste disposal facility;

(2)
{37
(4)
(S)
{6)

:quantity ;and ‘waste types of solid ‘waste disposed;
‘permitted site .acreage;

permitted capacityy;

current disposal fees; and

for s0lid waste landfills, remaining facility -capacity

in cubic yards and -years.

(b) The Sclid Waste -digpesazr Facility Capacity Component
shall include a solid waste ‘disposal facility -needs projection
which estimates the additional disposal capacity, in wcubic yards

per year, needed to :accommodate anticipated solid waste

generation within the jurisdiction for :a 15-year period
commencing din 1991.

(1) The so0lid waste disposal facility capacity needs
projection for the -initial SRRE SRR—FEremesnt shall be «calculated
based upcn ‘the solid waste generation projection conducted in

6.2 - 20 ' .
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accordance with section 18722, of Article 6.1 of this Chapter.
(2} The disposal capacity needs projection for the 15 year
pericd shall be calculated using the following equation:

ADDITIONAL CAPACITY 5 = [(G + I} - (D + TC + LF + E)lyear s
where;

G

The amount of SOlld waste projected to be generated in the
Jurlsdlctlon,

I = The amount of solid waste which is expected to be imported
to the jurisdiction for disposal in permitted solid waste
disposal facilities through interjurisdictional agreement (s)
with other cities or counties, or through agreements with
solid waste enterprises, as defined in section 40193 of the
Public Resources Code. :

D = The amount diverted through successful implementation of
proposed source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs.

TC = The amount of volume reduction occurring through available,
permitted transformation facilities.

LF = The amount of permitted solid waste disposal capacity which
is available for disposal in the jurisdiction, of solid
waste generated in the jurisdiction. :

E = The amount of solid waste generated in the jurisdiction
which is exported to solid waste disposal facilities through
1nterjurlsd1ctlonal agreement (s) with other cities,
counties or states, or through agreements with solid waste
enterprises, as deflned in section 40193 of the Public
Resources Code,

n = each year of a 15 year perlod commenc1ng in 1991. [iterative
in one year increments] -

{c) The Solid Waste ééepesa% Facility Capacity Compconent
shall include discussions of:

(1) The solid waste disposal facilities within the
jurisdiction which will be phased out or closed during the
short-term and medium-term planning periods and the
anticipated effect from such phase-out or closure on
disposal capacity needs of the jurisdiction.

5.2 - 21
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(2) Plans to establish new or expanded facilities for the
short-term and medium-term planning periods and the
projected addltlonal capacity of each new or expanded
facility. .

{3) Plans to export waste to another jurisdiction. for the
short-term and medium-term planning periods and the
projected additional capacity of proposed export agreéements.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 -ard—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41260, -41460, 41730-41736 and
41821, Public Rescurces Code.

Section 18746. Funding Component.

(a) The Funding Component shall demonstrate that there is
sufficient funding and allocation of resources for:

(1) program planning and development;
(2) implementation of programs in order to comply with the

requirements of section 41780 and -41780.1 of the Public
Resourcesg Code.

{b) The Funding Component shall provide cost estimates for
component programs scheduled for implementation in the short-term
planning period. ) -

(1) The Funding Component .shall identify revenue sodurces
sufficient to support the component programs.

(2) The Funding Component shall identify sources of
contingency funding for component programs.

NOTE: Authority cited: Section9-40502-aﬁé¢4%8%+,qubiic
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 41230 and 41430, Public
Resources Code. -

Section 18748. Integration Component.

(a) The Integration Component shall -explain how the Source
Reduction, Recycling, Composting, and Special Waste components
combine to achieve the 25% and 50% mandates specified in Public
Resources Code section 41780 and 41780.1. The Integration
component shall include, but is not limited to, the following:

6.2 - 22




W ] o W W RD

ISV NRONRBNFEPE PR e
CAdANBEBWUNROWVWO-JANBWNREO

29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

(1) a description of the solid waste management practices
which fulfill the legislative goals of promoting integrated
solid waste management in the following order of priority:

(p) source reduction;
(B) recycling and composting; and

(C} environmentally safe transformation and environmentally
safe land disposal of solid wastes;

(2) an explanation of how the jurisdiction has integrated
the components to maximize the use of all feasible source
reduction, recycling and composting options;

(3) an explanation of how the components jointly achieve
the diversion mandates in section 41780 and 431780.1 of the
Public Resources Code; and

(4) an explanation of how priorities between components
were determined. _ : : i

(5) indication of whether the jurisdiction has been
designated as, or plans to apply for designation as, a
California Integrated Waste Management Board Recycling
Market Development Zgne.

(b) An integrated schedule shall be submitted in the

Integration Component which shall include the following:

(1) a calendar scheduling all implementation tasks for new
and expanded programs, commencing after the effective date
of the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 through the
short-term planning period, as identified in the components
specified in sections 18733 (a) and 18740 of this Article.
The schedule shall include a short descriptive title for
each task, the entity implementing the task, the task start
date and milestone dates, and a schedule for funding source
availability.

(A) implementation tasks are those tasks in each component
which satisfy the requirements of sections 18733.5(b) and
18740(d) of this Article. )

(2) the schedule shall also show the anticipated date of
achievement of the solid waste diversion mandates specified
in section 41780, Public Resources Code.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 amd—43+824, Public
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Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40051, 40052, 41001, 41002,
41301, 41302, and 41780, and 41780.1 Public Resources Code.
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gtc of California Pete Wilson, Governor
8800 Cal Center Drive
Sacramento, CA 95826

News Release

For Immediate Release : For More Information Contact:
November 22, 1993 Tom Estes (916) 255-2296
Liza Smith (916) 255-2444

STATE WASTE BOARD APPROVES $1.54 MILLION IN RECYCLING LOANS TO
CALIFORNIA BUSINESSES

Sacramento - Low interest loané'totaling $1.54 million were approved by the California
Integrated ‘Waste Management Board for three California businesses that plan to divert more

than 265,000 tons of asphalt, wood, paper and oil filters from landfills. The firms are or will

be located in a Recycling Market Developmeént Zone.

. "Finding markets for recycled goods is a top priority,” said Ralph Chandler,
Executive Director of the Waste Board. "This is the latest representation of the progress this
Boa}d and local governments are making in finding markets for materials that otherwise
would go to landfills. We commend each of these businesses for their entrepreneurial spirit
and commitment in helping California reach its diversion goals,” Chandier said.

The loans are subject to Board approval of financial documentation to be submitted by
the firms. Some 43 new jobs are anticipated' as a result of the loans.

The three businesses scheduled to receive loans are:

EcoPave California (Long Beach RMDZ)
EcoPave is in line for a $850,000 loan for machinery and equipment. The firm uses
microwave energy and controtled hot air flow to recycle used asphalt pavement. The Long
Beach plant of EcoPave will produce hot mix asphalt (HMA) from reclaimed asphalt
pavement. The HMA will then be marketed in the Southern California area to
paving contractors and agencies who build and repair roads. EcoPave expects to collect and

reuse approximately 200,000 tons of asphalt a year and create 15 new jobs.

-More-

30



Commercial Filter Recycling, Inc. (CFR) (Southern Alameda County RMDZ)
CFR s in line for a $250,000 loan for working capital, machinery and equipment. Located in Union
City within the Southern Alameda County Recycling Market Development Zone, the firm: collects
used oil filters and currently ships them to Los Angeles for recycling and resale. The Waste Board
loan will enable CFR to expand operations by establishing a used oil filter recyclihg facility at their
Union City site in addition to the Los Angeles facility to sell the recycled materials to the Bay Area
Markets. At full operation CFR plans to recycle 3,600 tons of used oil filters annually and create 10
new jobs. |

TRI City Economic Development Corporation (TRI-CED)
(Southern Alameda County RMDZ) 5+ )
TRI-CED of Union City is in line to receive a $440,000 loan from the Waste Board to purchase real
property with a warehouse and office building to expand their operations. Tri-Ced operates a
curbside éollection program for the city of Hayward. Beginning April 1994, TRI-CED will begin a
collection program for Union C-ity. TRI-CED:-plans to. process 12,000 tons of waste per year and - .
create 18 new jobs when the expansion is completed. ‘

Recycling Market Development Zones (RMDZ) are a designated geographical area where
CIWMB provides incentives for businesses to locate or expand there and utilize recyclable materials.
The CTWMB loan prog}am offers up to $1 million or one-half the project cost of a project, whichever
is less, in low interest loans. The Board incentives are in addition to ones offered by the local '
jurisdictions. Since the start of the loan program to encourage and assist recycling businésses in the
state, the Waste Board has established 17 Recycling Market Development Zones. Low interest loans
to 22 businesses have been approved that will result in markets for more than 1.6 billion pounds of

waste and create hundreds of jobs.
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

PLANNING GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES FOR PREPARING
AND REVISING COUNTYWIDE INTEGRATED WASTE

- MANAGEMENT PLANS

Nondisposal Facility Element

DETAILED ANALYSIS

Scope

Description of Nondisposal Facilities w1th1n a
City or County

Description of Nondisposal Fac111t1es out51de a
City or.County

Description of Transfer Stations within a

City or County

Description of Transfer Stations outside a

City or County
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Section 18752. Scope : _ . .

a) The Nond:isposal Facility Element (NDFE) shall identify the
nondisposal facilities to be used by a city or county to assist
in reachlng cthe dlver51on mandates of Public Resources Code
Section 4178¢C.

b) The NDFE shall include the items identified in Sections 18752
through 1875<4.5 of this chapter.

c) For the purpose of this Article, a Nondisposal Facility is any
solid waste facility required to obtain a permit pursuant to
Article 1 (commencing with Section 44001) of Chapter 3 Part 4,
except a disposal facility or a transformation facility.

d) The NDFE should reflect information available to a city or
county at the time of the development of the Element. The NDFE
may also contain additional 1nformat10n as determined by a city
or county.

e) A city or county may include other facilities not defined as
Nondisposal facilities (1 e. recycling centers, drop-cff centers,
HHW facilities, etc.). -

NOTE: Authority cited: - Section 40502, Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 41732 and 41733, Public Resources Code.

Section 18753. . Description of Nondisposal Facilities within a : .
City or County g ' '

The NDFE shall identify all existing, expansion of existing, and

proposed nondisposal facilities located within a city or county
which recover for reuse or recycling at least five percent of the
total volume of material received by the facility.

a) Each facility description shall include, but is not limited
to:

1) type of facility;

2) facility capacity;

3) anticipated diversion rate or expected diversion rate;
and,

4) participating city or counties.

b) Each facility location description may include, but is not
limited to:

1) address of the facility; or,
2) description of the general area, (include a land use
map, zoning map, or other type of planning map).

NOTE: Authority cited: Section 40502, Public Resources Code. )
Reference: Sections 41732 and 41733, Public Resources Code. .

6.4-2 November 22, 1993
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Section 18753.5. Description of Nondisposal Facilities outsgide a

. City or County

The NDFE shall identify all existing, expansion of existing, and
proposed nondisposal facilities which a city or county, plans to
utilize, but which are not located within the city or county, and
which recover for reuse or recycling at least five percent of the
total volume of material received by the facility.

a) Each facility description shall include, but is not limited
to: )

1} type of fac111ty, ' \ -

2) estimated amount of the waste sent to the facility;

3) anticipated diversion rate or expected diversion rate;
" and,

4) location of facility.

NOTE: Authority cited: Section 40502, Public Resources. Code.
Reference: Sections 41732 and 41733, Public Resources Code.

Section 18754. Description of Transfer Stations within a City or
county . .

The NDFE shall 1dent1fy ex1st1ng, expan51on of existing, and
propesed transfer stations located within a city or county, which
recover less than five percent of the volume of materials
received for reuse or recycling. -

L

For the purposes of this section, the Enforcement Agency shall

.determine, at the time of the preparation of the solid waste

facilities permlt which transfer stations recover for reuse or
recycllng less than five percent of the total volume of material
received. 'The EA shall provide these findings to the 01ty or
county for appropriate inclusion within their NDFE.

a} Each facility description shall include, but is not limited
to:

1) name of facility;‘and,
2} participating city or counties.
3} facility capacity

b} Each facility location description may include, but is not
limited to:

1) address of the facility; or,
2) description of the general area, {include a land use
map, zoning map, or other type of planning map) .

NOTE : Authority:cited: Section 40502, Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 41732 and 41733, Public Resources Code.
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Section 18754.5. Description of Transfer :Stations outside a City N
or County

The NDFE sshall -identify .existing, -expansion of existing, .and

proposed transfer stations to '‘be used by @ city .or county but not

located within the city or county, which recover less -than five

‘percent -of the volume of materials received for reuse or

recycling.

For the 'purposes of this :section, the Enforcement;Agéngy;shall
determine which ‘transfer stations recover for reuse or recycling
less than five percent of the total wvolume .0f material received,

based on the solid waste facilities permit. The EA :shall provide

these findings :to ‘the city ior county for appropriate inclusion

within their NDFE.

a}) Each facility description shall include, but is mot limited
to:

1) 'name of facility; and,
2) location .of facility.

NOTE: .Authority wcited: 'Section‘40502ﬂ'QubliclResources=Code.
Reference: :Section 41733, Public ‘Resources Code.

@
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TITLE 14 CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

PLANNING GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES FOR PREPARING,
AND REVISING COUNTYWIDE INTEGRATED WASTE
MANAGEMENT - PLANS

Procedures for Preparing and Revising City,
Regional Agency and County Source Reduction and
Recycling | Elements, and Household Hazardous Waste

Elements and cltx and Countx Nondisposal Facllity
Elements

DETAILED ANALYSIS

Applicability

Local Task Force (LTF)

SRR—and—HHW Blements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE
Preparation

Circulation of the Preliminary Draft SRR—and HHW
Elements SRRE and HHWE for Review

Rev1ew of Preliminary Draft SRR—and—HHW-Eremernts
SRRE “and HHWE ;

Review of the Flnal Draft SRR—aﬂé—HHW——E%emeﬁ%s
SRRE, HHWE and NDFE

Public Participation; Notice; Local Adoption of
the SRR—and-HHWFBlemerts SRRE, HHWE and NDFE
Submittal of City and Regional Agency SRR—and—HHW
SRREs and HHWEs and City NDFEs Elremernts to County

.and_County NDFEg to the Cities

Submittal of Eiey—GCRR—apd—HHW-Elements SRRE, HHWE
and NDFEs and.Amendments to NDFEs to the Board

Board Approval of city SRR—oand-HHW SEREs, HHWEg

‘and NDFEs Blemernts and Amendments to NDFEsS

Resubmittal of &ity—er—Ceunty SRR—and—HHW SRRE,
HHWE and NDFEs Blements or Amendments to NDFEs
Annual Report: Review and Revision of City,
Regional Agency or County SRR Elements

Board’s Biennial Review of City, Regional Agency
or County SRR—E%emeﬂ%e——aﬁé—HHw—E}emea% SRREs and
HHWEsS

Board Approval of Rev1sed SRR—and—HHWElements
SRREs and HHWEs

One-Year Time Extension for Meeting Diversion
Requlirements

Reduction in Diversion and Planning Requirements.
Sludge Diversion

Excluded Waste Type Diversion
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Section 18760. Applicability. ‘..

(a) The procedures for preparing SRR ard HHW-Erements Source
Reduction and Recycling Elements (SRREs Household Hazardous
Waste Elements (HHWEs) and Nondisposal Facility Elements (NDFEs
apply to the counties, cities, joint power authorities, regional
agencies, special districts, or other agencies which are
designated by the cities or counties, and are responsible for
preparing €he SRR these Elements.

(1) LeecalJurisdietieons Cities, counties and cities and
counties may enter into agreements o prepare and implement
the SRR—eundHHW—Elements SRREg, HHWES and NDFEs which are
specific to each “jurisdiction.

(2) A city, county or a city and county Furisdiesien shall
be held accountable for implementation of the specified
goals and programs of its SRR—and-HHEW-Elements SRRE and
HHWE .. ’

b) For the purposes of this article, a jurisdiction is a cit
county, city and county or regignal agency.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40002, 40950, 41000, 41300,
41500, 41510, 41730, 41731, 41813, 41850_,_ and 41823 and 40971
through 40375, Public Resources Code.

Section. 18761. Local Task Force (LTF):.

{a) Establishment. Each county board of supervisors and a
majority of the cities within the county which contain a majority
of the population in the county, shall submit written
documentation to the Board approving the membership of thelr LTF,
within 30 days after establishment of the LTF.

(1) The documentation submitted to the Board shall denote
the identity of the members in the LTF, and whether the
members represent the governmental or the private sectors,
or other entities or groups. The documentation shall define
the terms of membership for each member.

(2} The terms of membership shall be determined by the
county board of supervisors and a majority of the cities
within the county which contain a majority of the population
in the county. .

(3) After its establishment, each LTF shall inform the Board
of how frequently it intends to meet.

(b) Role of the LTF. The LTF shall advise jurisdictions
responsible for SRR—and-—HHW-—Elements the SRRE, HHWE and NDFE
preparation, and review goals, policies and procedures for

jurisdictions—within—the—region, which, upon implementation, will

7-2
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aid in meeting the solid waste management needs of the county, as
well as the mandated source reduction and recycling requlrements
of Public Resources Code section 41780.
\
(1) The LTF shall assist and advise in the review of SRR—and
HHW—FElements the SRRE, HHWE and NDFE, and shall assist
jurisdictions in the implementation of the SRR—andHHW
Elements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE.

(2) The LTF shall provide technical guidance and information
regarding source reduction, waste diversion and recycling to
local jurisdictions during preparation of SRR—and HHW
Elements the SRRE, HHWE and NDFE. Such information may be
presented to the general public at public hearings and upon
request by members of local government and community
organizations.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 anéd—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40001, 40950, 41000, 41300,
41500 ard 41510, 41730 and 41731, Public Resources Code. )

Section 18762. Element Preparation.

~(a) A jurisdiction shall prepare the initial SRR—and-HHW—

Blements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE pursuant to Articles 6.1, 6.2, and
6.3 and 6.4 of this Chapter, as applicable.

(1) Except as provided by Public Regources Code section
41735 {(a), & a jurisdiction shall comply with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Public
Resources Code section 21000 et seq.

(b) A jurisdiction shall submit written documentation to the

. Board of its designation of an agency responsible for preparation

of the SRR—andHHW-Elements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE within 30 days of
said designation.

{(c) A jurisdiction, in coordination with the LTF, shall prepare
and adopt the SRR—and—HHW—Elements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE, by the
dates specified in Public Resources Code sections 41000, ard
41300 and 41791, as applicable.

{(d) For the purposes of this article, after a jurisdiction

prepares its NDFE it shall be appended to the SRRE by the
jurisdiction at the time the SRRE is submitted to the Board. At

the time of the five vear revision of the SRRE, the NDF Element
shall be incorporated intc the SRRE.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 ard—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21083, 40900, 40950, 41000,
41003, 41300, 41303, 41500, 41510, 41730, 41731, 41732, 41733,
41734, 41735, 41736, 41750 and 41780_and 41791, Public Resources
Code.

rae
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Section 18763. Circulation of Preliminary Draft SRR and HHW
Elements for Review.

(a) A jurisdiction shall prepare a preliminary draft of its SRR
aﬁé—HHW—E%emeﬂ%s SRRE and HHWE. ——wh&eh—sha%%—be-sea&—te

;n%egfaEednWas%e—Maﬂagemeﬂ%—P}aﬂ—pfepafaé%eaT—aﬁé—ehe—éEFv

{b) If the -jurisdiction is a city, the preliminary draft SRRE and
HHWE shall be sent to adijoining cities, the countv or reqlonal

Inteqrated Waste Management Plan preparation and”tha‘LTE;

{(c) If the jurisdigtion is a county, the preliminary draft SRRE
and HHWE shall be sent to adjoining cities and the LTF

{d) If the 1urlsd1ctlon is a regional agency then the following
applies:

(1) 1f the regional agency is composed of a single county
but does not include all of the cities within the county the
preliminary draft SRRE and HHWE shall be sent to ad101n1nq
cities, the agency in the county respon91ble for the

Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan prepa;at;on and
to the LTF. .

{2) 1f the regional agency is composed of a single county .
and all of the cities within that county the preliminary *.

draft SRR and HHW Element shall be gent to ad301n1ng c1t1es
and the LTF.

{3) If the regional agency is composed of two or more
countieg and all of the cities within the counties, the
preliminary draft SRRE and HHWE shall be sent to adjoining
cities, adjoining counties and the LTF of each affected
county. ' ' N ’

(4) If the regidnal agency is composed of two or more
counties but does not include all of the cities within those
;countles the. preliminar draft SRRE_and HHWE shall be sent

for the Countywide Inteqratedeaste*Manaqgment Plans and the

LTF_of each affected county.

Each jurisdiction shall :also :submit #em three copies of the draft
SRR—and—HHW-Elements SRRE and HHWE to the Board.

NOTE: Authority -cited: Sectione 40502 .and—43824, Public
Resources .Code. Reference: Sections 403800, 41000, 41300, 41500,
41510, 41750.1 and 41790, Public Resources ‘Code.

[t L B2 Qg?
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Section 18764. Review of the Preliminary Draft SRR and HHW
Elements.

" (a) Review Period. In accordance with Government Code section

15376, the review period shall be a minimum of 30 days,
commencing upon the date of receipt of the Preliminary Draft &SRR
andHHW—Elements SRRE and HHWE by a: reviewing agency. The median
time for review shall be 38 days. The maximum time for review
shall be 45 days. . - - :

{1) Review by LTF. In reviewing the preliminary draft SRR
and-HHW—Elements SRRE and HHWE, the LTF shall consider the
issues of regional concern pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 40950 (c) to aid in ensuring that they are addressed.
Copies of. .written comments made by the LTF on the
preliminaty draft SRR—apd—HHW—Elements SRRE and HHWE shall
be sent simultaneously to the Board and to the jurisdiction
that prepared the preliminary draft SRR—and-HHW-—Elements
SRRE and HHWE.

(2) Review by Other Reviewing Agencies. The county, adjacent
cities, any association of regional governments and the
Board shall review the preliminary draft SRR—and—HHW
Elements SRRE and HHWE and send written comments to the
jurisdiction that prepared the preliminary draft SRR—and—HHW
Etements SRRE and HHWE. A copy of the Board’s written
comments shall be sent simultaneously to the LTF.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code; Section 15376, Government Code. Reference:
Sections 40950, 41000, 41300, 41500, 41510 and 41790, Public
Resources Code. '

Section 18765. Review of the Final Draft SRR—and HHW Elements
SRRE, HHWE and NDFE. -

{a) Thirty (30) days prior to the public hearing for the adoption
of the SRR—and HHW-Elements SRRE and HHWE, the jurisdicticn shall
send a copy of the final draft of its SRR—and—HHW—EBlements SRRE
and HHWE to the LTF(s) of the affected counties for review.
Within 15 days of receipt of the final draft of the SRR—and HHW
Blements SRRE and HHWE, the LTF shall provide written comments to
the jurisdiction and the Board regarding the final draft.

{(b) Prior to the public hearing for the adoption of the NDFE, the

city or county shall send a copy of the final draft of the NDFE
to the LTF for review. Within 90 days of receipt of the final
draft of the NDFE, the LTF shall provide written comments to the

city or county and the Board regarding the final draft.

{e} 43> If deficiencies are indicated in the LTF's comments, the
LTF shall meet with the jurisdiction to resolve them. If no
resolution between the jurisdiction and the LTF can be achieved,
the LTF shall send a letter to the jurlsdlctlon and the Board
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1 indicating the remaining deficiencies of the SRR—and-HHW-BElements
2 SRRE, HHWE and NDFE.
3
4 NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and-43824, Public
5 Rescurces Code. Reference: Sections 40950, 40971, 41000, 41300,
6 41500—and 41510, 41730, 41731 and 41734, Public Resgources Code.
7
8 Section 18766. Public Participation; Notice; Local Adoption of
9 Shit—and—HIW-—Elementse SRRE HHWE and NDFE.
10 .
- 11 (a) The general public, affected governmental entities, and
12 private industries shall be given an opportunity to participate
i3 in the planning process and implementation of the SRR—and—HHW
14 Elements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE through attendance at informative
15 meetings and public hearings.
16
17 (1) Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 41783, at
18 . least one public hearing shall be held to receive testimony
19 regarding the Preliminary Draft of the SRR—and—HHW Slements
20 SRRE and HHWE before a jurisdiction adopts its SRR—and-HHW
21 Flemernts SRRE and HHWE
22
23 (a) To inform the public of the hearlng, the
24 jurisdiction shall publish a notice in a local
25 newspaper of general circulation at least 30 days in
26 advance of the scheduled public hearing on the SRR—and
27 HHW—Elements SRRE and HHWE.
28 . .
29 (2) Jurisdictions may form advisory committees which may
30 review and comment on draft elements, and provide technical
31 guidance and support during the development of the SRR-—and
32 HHW—Elrements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE
33
34 (b) In addition to the hearing or hearings held pursuant to (a)
35 {1) of this isection, the governing body of the jurisdiction—thet

36 has—develeoped—the—SRR—and-HHWErements, shall conduct a public
37 hearing for the purpose of adopting the SRR—endHHW—Elemernts

38 SRRE, HHWE and NDFE. After considering all comments of the

39 members of the governing body and the public, the jurisdiction
40 shall, by resolution, adopt ‘the SRR—aﬁé—HHw—E%emeﬂ%e ;SRRE, HHWE
41 and NDFE.

42 . -

43 (1) To inform the public of=the,hearing, the jurisdiction
44 shall publish a notice in a newspaper .of general cjirculation
45 " at least ten (10) days in advance of the scheduled public
46 hearing on the final -draft SRRE, HHWE and NDFE.

47

48 NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 anrd—43824, Public

49 Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40900, 40971, 41000, 41300,
50 41500, 41510, 41730, 41731 and 41793, Public Resources Code.

51

52
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Section 18766.5 Revisioﬁ of the SRRE prior to Board Approval

(a) Nothing in this chapter shall reguire the ]urlgdlctlgn to
revise the SRRE prior to gubmittal to the Board for review.

(b) If a jurisdiction revises its SRRE prior to its submittal to
the Board, or a jurisdiction revises its SRRE_in response to a

Notice of Deficiency from the Board, then the following applies:

(1) The revised or coxrected SRRE shall be adopted, by
resolution, at a public hearing.

(2) To_ inform the public of the hearing, the jurisdiction
shall publish a notice in a newspaper of general circulation
at least ten (10) days in advance of the scheduled public

' hearing on the revised or corrected SRRE.

{3) Thirty (30) davs prior to the public hearing for the

adoption of the reviged SRRE, the jurisdiction shall send a
copy of the final draft of its revised SRRE to the LTF (s} of
the affected countieg for review. Within 15 days of receipt
of the revised SRRE, the ITF shall provide writtern comments

to the jurisdiction and the Board regarding the revised
SRRE . T

NOTE: Authority cited: Section 40502, Public Resources Code;
Sectton 15376, Government Code. Reference: Sections 40950, 41000

41300, 41781.2, 41790, 41733

Section 18767. .Submittal of City or Regional Agency SRR—and-HHW

SRREs and HHWEs and City NDFEs E&emeaee to County and County
NDFEgs to the Cltles.

(a) A city or regional agency which is composed of gome cities-
within a single county shall transmit & one (1) copy of its SRR
SRRE and three (3) copies of its HHWE HHWElements to the county
in which- it is located for incorporation into the Countywide
Integrated Waste Management Plan (Plan}, within 30 days of its
adoption by the city or regional agency. This-—submittal—eghall

(1) A signed resolution and documentation that the
jurisdiction has complied with CEQA (Public Resources Code
sections 21000 et seq.} shall accompany the SRR—and—HHW
Elements SRRE and HHWE that are submitted to the county.

(b) A city, unless it is-a city and county, shall transmit a copy
of its NDFE to the County or Regional Agency in which it is
located for incorporation into the Countywide or Regional Agency
Integrated Waste Management Plan, within 30 days of its adeoption
by the city. This submittal shall ocgur no later than the
applicable submittal dates in PRC section 41791.5.
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.copy of its NDFE to the cities which are Jlocated within the

{c) A county, unless it is a city and county, shall ‘transmit a . .

-

county within 30 days of its adoption by ‘the county. ‘Thig
submittal shall occur no later than the applicable submlttal
dates specified in PRC 417981.5.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 amd—431834, Public

Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21083, 40971, 41000, 41300,
41500, 41510, 41791, 41730, 41731, 41750.1 and 41793, Public

Resources .Code.

Section 18768. Submittal of &ity SRR—and HRW Elements SRREg,
HHWEs and. NDFEgs and ‘Amendments to NDFEg ‘to ‘the Board.

(a) A jurisdiction shall, according to the schedule set forth in
PRC section 41791.5, submit ‘to the Board three (3) coplies of its

SRRE.

When submittin

shall dinclude a co ublic noticel(s

hearings on the SRRE, a co of the regolution(s) adoptin
the SRRE, comments on the final draft from the LT and a
copy ‘of the Notice of Determination which has been filed
with theé State Clearinghouse_in the Office of Planning and
Research as verification of compliance with the CEQA (Public
Regources Code sections 21000 et seqg.).

(b) A c:.ty or county. or city and county, shall, according to the SL.
schedule _set forth in PRC section 41791 .5, submit to 'the Board
three copies of its NDFE. . ,

{1) When submitting the NDFE or amendment to the NDFE to the

Beoard, ‘the city or county shall include a copy of 'the public
notice(s) for the public hearing({s} -on the NDFE, .a co of

the resolution(s) adopting the NDFE or amendment and

comments on the final draft from the LTF.

4a)} (<) 'The HHWE shall be submitted with the Countywide
Integrated Waste Management Plan or the Reagiona enc

ntegrated Wagte Management Plan according to the gschedule set
forth in PRC sectlon 41791 -{é—a—eeuﬁey—éaé%s—&e~ﬁubﬁé%—é%e—?%aﬁ

see&*eﬂ~4&49&~—aﬁy z c1ty or reglonal agency Wthh is composed

of some citieg within a single county may separately submit its
SRR—and—-HHW-Blements HHWE to the Board for approval.

(1) When submitting the SRR-and-HHW-BElements HHWE to the
Board, the city or regional agency shall include a copy of
the public notice(s) for the public hearings on the HHWE
copy_of the resolution(s) adopting its SRR-and—HHW-—Elemernts
HHWE, comments on the final draft from the LTF, and a_copy
of the Notice of Determination which has been filed with the

State’s Clearinghouse in the Qffice of Planning and Research
as verification of compliance with the CEQA (Public .,.

Resources Code sections 21000 et seq.). "
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(d) The Board's 120 day review period for consideration of
approval of the SRRE, HHWE and NDFE will commence upon
determination by the Board that three (3) copies of the SRRE,
HHWE and NDFE and the accompanving documents regquired by (a), (b)
and (c¢) of this section have been submitted by the jurisdiction.

(1) Within 36 days of receipt of the SRRE, HHWE and NDFE for
approval, the Board shall indicate to the jurisdiction
whether all requirements included in (a), (b) and (c) have
been fulfilled. If the jurisdiction is notified that the
reguired documentg have not been submitted the qurisdiction
shall submit the remaining required document (s) within 30

days of notification.

(e) The Board’s 60 day review periocd for consideration of
approval of amendments to the NDFE pricr to the five vear
revision of the SRRE will commence upon determination by the
Board that three {3) copies of the amendments to the NDFE and the
accompanying documents required by (b) of this section have been

submitted by the jurisdiction.

(1) Within 30 days of receipt of the amendments to the NDFE
for approval, the Board shall indicate to the jurisdiction
whether all requirements_included in (b) have been
fulfilled. If the jurisdiction is notified that the
required documents have not been submitted, the jurisdiction
shall submit the remaining required document (z) within 30

days.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code and Section 15376, Government Code. Reference:
Sections 21083, 40971, 41750, 41791, 41791.5, 41794, 41800 and
41802, Public Resources Code.

Section 18769. Board Approval of €ity SRR—and—HHW-Elements SRRE,
HHWE and NDFE and Amendments to NDF Elements.

(a) The Board shall approve or disapprove eity SRR—and HHUW
Blremernts SRRE, HHWE and NDFE or amendments to NDFEs at a public
hearing.” After receiving testimony from the jurisdiction, the
public and the LTF, the Board shall either adopt and prepare
written findings approving the SRR and-HHW-Elements SRRE, HHWE
and NDFE or amendments to the NDFE, or issue a Notice of

%



W oI UTd W

Deficiency partially or fully disapproving the SRR-—and W
Elements SRRE, HHWE and NDFE or amendments to the NDFE.

{b) If implementation of the SRR—and-HHW-Elements SRRE, HHWE and
NDFE will achieve the mandated reguirements for the jurisdiction,
the Board shall adopt .a resolution approving the SRR—and HHW
Elemernes SRRE, HHUWE and NDFE. If the SRR—andHW-Blemerntos SRRE
HHWE and NDFE are approved, or partially or fully disapproved,
the Board shall send a copy of the resolution or the Notice of
Deficiency, respectively, to the eity er—ecewnty jurisdiction
within 30 days of its action. In the Notice, the Board shall

identify the deficient areas of the SRR—aﬁé—HHW~E}emeﬁ%e SRRE
HHWE and NDFE.

NOTE: Authority.cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Section 41800 and 41801, 41802 and
41810 through 41813, Public Resources Code.

Section 18770. Resubmittal of €ity—er—County SRR—and-HHW Elements
the SRRE, HHWE and NDFE or Amendments to the NDFE.

(a) A eiey—eor-county jurisdiction shall resubmit a corrected
version of its SRR—andHHW-Blements and a city or county,. or city
and county, shall resubmit a corrected version of .its NDFE or
amendment to its NDFE to the Board, pursuant to Sections 18762
through 18768 of this Article, within 120 days of receipt of a
Notice of Deficiency. . ‘

(b) Within 120 days of receipt of the resubmitted element or
within 60 days of the receipt of NDFE amendments, the Board shall
approve or disapprove the element or amendment pursuant to Public
Resources Code sections 41812 and 41813.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and 41824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21083, 40950, 41000, 41300,
41780, 41790, 41800, 41801, 41802 and 41810 through 41813, Public
Resources Code.

" Section 18771. Annual Report: Review and Revigion of City,

Regional Agency or County SRR—Elements SRREs.

(a) After Board approval of a SRR-Blemesnt SRRE or a Plan, or most
recent revision, the Jjurisdiction shall monitor the reductions in
solid waste, and submit an annual report, which summarizes the
jurisdiction’s progress toward achieving the mandated waste
reduction geoals identified in Public Resources Code section
41780. The report shall address the requirements as described in
Section 18733.6 of this Chapter, and serve as a basis for .
determining whether a revision of a SRR-Blement SRRE is needed.

(1) The Board shall review a S8RR—Eiemernt SRRE for
consistency with the hierarchy requirements for ‘waste
management practices as defined in the California Integrated

7-10
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{b)
the
its

(c)

Waste Management Act of 1989 (Public Resocurces Code section
40000 et seq.), and assure that goals and programs of a
jurisdiction, and their implementation, are adequate to meet
the mandated requirements. :

The jurisdiction shall submit the annual report on or before
anniversary date of Board approval of the element ex—Piarn or
most recent revision.

The annual report shall address at least the following:

(1) changes in demographics in the jurisdiction;

(2) adequacy of the implementation schedule in the SRR
BElemernt SRRE;

(3) changes in funding sources for implementing the SRR
Elemesnt SRRE;

(4) changes in administrétive responsibilities;

(5) future programs ané facilities in the jurisdiction;

(6) adequacy of the data base;

(7) programs in the SRR-Element SRRE which were not
implemented, or were not successfully accomplished, and

why ;

{8) guantities and tvpes of waste diverted through recycling
and composting programs directly funded or operated by
the jurigdiction;

48} {9) ehanges—intypes—and quantities of waste gemerated
dispoged 48 by the jurisdiction;

{10) adjustments to waste disposal guantities to account for
changes in population, economics and other factors, if
appropriate;

49} (1l)changes in markets for recyclables in the SRR
Blement SRRE;

{(12) changes in regiconal agency agreements;

{d) If a jurisdiction determines that a revision of the SRR

BElement SRRE is necessary, the jurisdiction-shall prepare the

revision pursuant to sections 18762 through 18768 of this

Article.

(e) The annual report shall contain a timetable for making the
necessary revisions in the SRR—Element SRRE.

96
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(£) The Board may, upon review of the .annual report find that a
revision of the SRR Blement SRRE is necessary. The Board shall
present its findings at a public hearing.

(1) The jurisdiction shall be directed, by resolution from
the Board, to revise its SRR-Blement SRRE pursuant to
sections 18762 through 18769 of this Article.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 amd—41824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40050, 40051, 40052, 40950,
41000, 41300, 41780, 41790, and 41821, Public Rescurces Code.

Section 18772. Board’s Biennial Review of City, Regionil Adency
or County SRR and HHW Elements.

(a) In addition to local jurisdiction review of city.._redional
agency and county SRR—and-HHW-Elements SRREs and HHWES, at least
once every two years, the Board shall conduct an indépendent
review of SRR-andHHW-Eltements SRREs and HHWEs. This biennial
review will enable the Board to assess each jurisdiction’s
progress towards meeting the mandated diversion and disposal
requirements. The Board shall determine if the SRR—and-HHW
BElements SRRE and HHWE programs are being implemented, and if
jurisdictions are meeting the goals of their SRR—aﬁé—HHW—E%emeﬁes
SRRE and HHWE.

{(b) If the Board finds that a jurisdiction is failing to
implement its SRR—and-HHW—Blements SRRE.and HHWE, and is not
making progress towards meeting the requirements of Public
Resources Code sections 41000, or 41300, 41500, 41510 or 41780,
as applicable, after a public hearing on the matter, the Board
shall issue a compliance order for achieving those redquiremerits.

(1) The compliance order shall identify the programs and goals of
the SRR—and—HHW-Brements SRRE and HHWE which are not being
implemented or attained by the jurisdiction, or 1dent1fy areas of
the SRR—and HHW—Elements SRRE and HHWE which require revision.

The Board shall also set a date by which- the. jurisdiction shall
meet the mandated requirements.

(2) The Board shall issue the compliance order within- 30 days of
making its finding of noncompliance.

{c¢) If a jurisdiction fails to bring its SRRand=HHW=Elcmentd
SRRE and. HHWE into compliance by the date- specified- by the Board,
the- Board shall enforce.the compliance-order plrsuant- to Public
Resources Code section 41850.

NOTE:: Authority: Sections' 40502 and-41824, Public- Resources
Code. Reference: Sections: 41000, 41300, 41500, 41510, 41780,
41825, and. 41850.
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Section 18773. Beoard Approval of Revised SRR—and—tHW—Slements
SRRE and HHWE. '

(a} The Board shall consider approval of revised SRR—and—HHW
Elements SRREs and HHWEs at a public hearing. After considering
public testimony and input from the LTF, the Board shall either
adopt a resolution approving revised SRR—and—HHWElements SRREs
and HHWEs, or issue a Notice of Deficiency disapproving the &RR
ard-HHW—FBltements SRREs and HHWEs. Board approval shall be based
on an evaluation of the jurisdiction’s implementation of the
hierarchy for waste management practices as described in the
California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989.

(1) If revised SRR—and-HHW Blements SRREs and HHWEs' are
partially or fully disapproved, the Board shall send the
Notice of Deficiency within 30 days of making its findings.

{(2) Partial or full disapproval shall require the
jurisdiction to reinstitute the process for preparation and
approval of the SRR—and—HHW-Elements SRREs and HHWESs,
beginning in Sections 18762 through 18768.

(b) If revised SRR—andHHW—Elements SRREs and HHWEs are approved,
the Board shall send a copy of the resolution of approval to the
jurisdiction within thirty (30) days of making its finding.

_ NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 ard—43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 40050, 40051, 40052, 41780,
41800, 41802, 41810 through 41813 and 41822, Public Resources
Code.

Section 18774. One Year Time Extension for Meeting Diversion
Requirements.

(a) Commencing in 1995, the Board may grant a one year time
extension for meeting the state mandated diversion requirements
identified in Public Resources Code section 41780.

(1) A jurisdiction requesting an extension, shall
demonstrate, in writing, that it meets the requirements for
an extension pursuant to Public Resources Code section
41820.

(2) Within 45 days of receipt of this request, the Board
shall review the adequacy of the application, and determine
if the requirements of Public Rescurces Code section 41820
are met. Based upon this determination, the Board shall
adopt written findings approving or disapproving the
jurisdiction’s request. The one-year time extension shall
begin on the date of Board approval.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 and—43824, Public

Resources Code. Reference: Sectiong 41780 and 41820, Public
Resources Code.
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Section 18775. Reduction in Diversion and Planning Requirements.

(a) A Jusisdietien city or county may petition the Board, at a
public hearing, to reduce the diversion requireménts specifiéd in

Public Resources Code section 41780, and planning requireménts.
To petition for a reduction, the éaf&sé&e%ten city or. county
shall present verification to the Board which indicatés that
achievement of the requirements is not feasible due Lo small
geographic size or low population density of the
city or county and the small quantlty of waste it géneratésg. To

qualify to petition for a reduction in the diversion and planning

requirements, a city or county must meet the following

(1) For an incorporated city, a geographic area of less
than 3 square miles or a population density of léss than
1500 people per square mile and a- waste géneration rate of
lesg than 100 cublic yards per day or 60 teons per day

(2) For the unincorporated area of a county, & ge€ographic
area of less than 1500 square miles or a populaticn density
of less than 10 people per square mile arid a waste
generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards peér day or 60
tong per day.

b) Based on information presented at the hearing, tHhe Board may
egstablish reduced. diversion requirements:;, and altérnative, bBut
less’ comprehensive, planning requirements. A petitioneér may
identify those specific planning requirements from which it -
wants to be relieved and provide justification: for the
reduction.. Examples of reduced! planning requirements could
include, but would not be limited to, reduced réquiremerits for
solid waste generation studies, and reduCed‘requlrements and
consolidation of specific component requirements. Thesgé reduced
planning requirements, if grantedi must ensure complidnce with
Public Resources- Code section 4I782.

(¢) Cities and counties requesting a reduction inm the divérsion
and planning: requirements must include the folléwing: information
in. the reduction: petitions:

(I} A.general: descriptiom of the existing dlspogal and:
diversion systems, including documentaticn of the types and-
quantities of waste disposed and diverteéd. Documentation
sources may include, but are not lLimited fo, the following:

(R): Solid. Waste Generation. or Characterization Studies;

(B} Diversion. data from public and: privite regycling
operationsy:

(CY Current year waste loading informdtion £rom
permitted solid waste facilities used by the
jurisdiction;

@
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(2) Identification of the specific reductions being
requested (i.e. diversion or planning requirements or both);

(3) Documentation of why attainment of mandated diversion
and planning requirements is not feasible. Examples of
documentation could include, but are not limited to:

(A) Evidence from the documentation sources specified
in paragraph (c) (1) of this section; ,

(B) Verification of existing solid waste budget
revenues and expenses from the duly authorized
designated representative of the Furisdietien city o
county;

(4} The planning or diversion requirements that the
Furisdiesien city or county feels are achlevable, and why.

(d) Cities and counties which petition the Board and receive a
reduction in the diversion and planning requirements pursuant to
this section, shall fully address the following issues in an
annual report submitted to the Board within 90 days of the
anniversary date the reduction was originally granted, and each
year thereafter until the Board-mandated diversion levels are
met:

(1) the jurisdietients city or county’s current activities
to establish and maintain source reduction and recycling

programs;

(2) changes in demographlcs in the &ﬁf&séie%ieﬂ city o
county;

{(3) changes in types and amounts of waste generated in the
Jurisdietien city or county;

(4) changes in funding sources for implementing the Elements
or Plan;

(5) changes in markets for the Jurisdietien’s city or
county’'s recyclables.

(e) The Board may, upon review of the annual report, find that a
revision or revocation of the reduction is necessary. The Board
shall present any such findings at a public hearing.

(f) If a regional agency is named in a regional agreement as the
responsible entity for the achievement of the diversion
reguirements specified in PRC section 41780, neither the regional
agency nor any member of the regional agency will be eligible for
a reduction in the diversion requirements of PRC section 41780.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 40502 amrd-43824, Public
Resources Code. Reference: Section 41782, 41783 through 41786 and
41802, 40973 Public Resources Code. '
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Section 18775.2. Sludge Diversion.

(a) Jurisdictions which have selected alternatives which involve
Ehe diversion of wagte type "sludge" shall submit a written
request to the Board pursuant to PRC 41781 .1. Within 45 days of
receipt of a jurisdiction’s reguest, the Board shall notify the
jurisdiction in writing whether sufficient information has been
included in the request to enable the Board to make findings
pursuant to PRC Section 41781.1. Reguests that are found. by the
Board to be incomplete, pursuant to the c¢riterion set forth in
this section, shall be returned to the jurisdiction for revision
Lo correct any inadequacy. The Board shall make the findings
reguired by PRC Section 41781.1 at a public hearing no later than
180 days after receipt of a complete and correct request for
sludge diversion credit.

A _request for allowing sludge diversion shall include

the following information: -

(A) Description of the selected diversion

(B) Proijected annual guantity of sludge waste to be
diverted through the year 2000;.
(C} Documentation that waste type "sludge" has been
categorized, quantified and documented in the applicable
"solid waste generation study" as defined in 14 CCR
Section 18722;
{D) Written certification from the agent (s} responsible a
for implementing the sludge. diversion alternative that .
the reuse which ig proposed meets all applicable
requirements of state and federal law. Information upon
which the above: certification is based shall be rniade
available to the Board upon request.
(B} Description of monitoring program(s) that are in
place or which will be established to insure that the
proposed sludge diversion alternative will continue to
not pose a threat to public health or the environmernt.

NOTE: _Authority cited: Section 40502, Public Resources
Code., References: Section 41780 and 41781.1, Public Resources:
Code. ' '

Section 18775.4. Use of Excluded Waste
Diversion Credit

es for Bageline-

{a) To_establish baseline diversion, jurisdictions which have
included alternatives for the diversion of agricultural wastes.,
inert solids, or scrap metals as defined in PRC section .

41781.2 (b), or white goods as defined in Article 3 of thisg
Chapter, shall follow the requirements specified in PRC section
41781.2. Within 60 days of receipt of a jurisdiction’s SRRE for
final review, the Board shall notify the jurisdiction in writing
if there is insufficient information to determine that the .

criteria specified in PRC section 41781.2 have been met. This

7-186
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notification shall be based on the criteria specified in PRC
section 41801.5 (b).

(b) I1f a jurisdiction has been notified as per subsection (a).,
the jurisdiction may, concurrent with the procedures specified in
section 18770 of this article, submit additional information to
the Board which substantiates that the criteria specified in PRC
section 41781.2 have been met. Within 60 days of receipt of the
additional information, the Board shall determine whether
diversion of all or a portion of the excluded waste will be
allowed for the purposes of compliance with the diversion
requirements of PRC gection 41780.

{c) Based on the Board’s determination in subsection (b}, the
Jurisdiction shall revise its SRRE to correct any inadequacy and
shall resubmit it to the Board within 120 days of the Board’s
determination. If a jurisdiction is unable to resubmit its
revised SRRE within 120 days, the Bgard may, on a case by case
basis, extend the deadline for resubmittal. Upon receipt of a
resubmitted element, the Board shall follow the procedures
gspecified in section 18770 of thig article.

NOTE: Authority cited: Section 40502, Public Resources
Code. References: Section 41780, 417B1.2, 41801.5 and 41811.5,
Pubic Resources Code.

v
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l Attachment &
INITIAL STUDY

Title of 'Proposaj:- Initial: Studv and Checklist:

Date Checklist; Submitted:

Agency Requiring Checklist: "California Integrated Waste Managemenf Board

Agency Address: _8800 Cal Center Drive

City/State/Zip: - Sacramento, CA 95826

Agency Contact: Catherine L. Cardozo Phone: (916) 255-2656
DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

a)l ﬁnd that.the proposal project could not.have a significant, effect on.the environment, -and .

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION: will be prepared ...............coeerenn. e, X

b)I find that although.the proposed project: could have a significant effect on.the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because.the mitigation measures described on
an attached sheet-have been added to the project.

. A NEGATIVE. DECLARATION Will b& Prepared .......c./iveerseverererereennnnens S
¢)I find -tlxe..propc?sed project. may have a significant effect on the~environmcni, and

An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required .........c.ooovviiiiiiiininiiinnn.s ,

J J/ - | |
S, L\/ \.-’Q.A- .‘:H/" N and g Lorraine Van;Kekerix
Signature , / Print Name
California Integrated Waste Management Board .. F:ﬂ /2'8/‘/';?
' Date. i




INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

PROJECT LOCATION: Statewide

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT: The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) staff has
prepared the enclosed initial study and negative declaration for proposed regulations regarding the
preparation, adoption and approval of the Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and the
Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE). The proposed regulations would amend Title 14, California Code of .
Regulations, Division 7, Chapter 9, by revising Article 6.1, Solid Waste Generation Studies, Sections
18722-18724; Article 6.2, Source Reduction and Recycling Elements, Sections 18730-18748, 18760-18777
and adding Sections 18752-18754.5; Article 6.4, Nondisposal Facility Elements (NDFE); Article 7.0,
Procedures for Preparing and Revising City and County Source Reduction and Recycling Elements,
Sections 18770-18775; and Article 8.0, Procedures for Preparing and Revising Countywide Siting elements
and Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plans, Sections 18776-187790. Public Resources Code
section 40502, as revised by [Chapter 1169, statutes of 1993, AB 440 (Sher)] directs the Board to adopt
emergency regulations regarding the preparation, adoptlon and approval of the SRRE and NDFE by
December 31, 1993.

These amendments are proposed in response to statutory changes relating to the preparation, adoption and
approval of the Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and the Nondisposal Facility Element
(NDFE).

Changes in Article 6.1 relates to change from generation-base to disposal-base accounting system and
regional agencies. Article 6.2 added provisions for regional agencies’ SRREs, and provisions for initial
and subsequent SRREs. Articles 6.4 is a new set of regulations. Article 7.0 changed the reporting system
that cities would be able to report their SRREs directly to the Board. Article 8.0 relates to changes in time
reduction requirements for preparation, adoptlon and submittal of documents.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:
' Yes Maybe No

I. EARTH. Will the proposal result in:

a) Unstable earth conditions or in changes in geologic substructures?

e |

b} Disruptions, displacements, compaction or overcovering of the soil?

=

¢) Change in topography or ground surface relief features?

d) The destruction, covering or modification of any unique geologic or
physical features?

9

e) Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off site?

f) Changes in depesition or erosion of beachsands, or changes in siltation,
deposition or erosion which may modify the channel of a river or stream
or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet or take?

lx
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g) Exposure of people or propeﬁy 1o geologic hazards, such as earthquakes,
landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards? X

DISCUSSION.

This project is a set.of revisions of regulations which governs.the:preparation: of Integrated:- Waste- Management. plan. The
regulations do. not.specifies: particular developmenti: projects. Thierefore;. no:environment; impacts: are- expecied.

II. AIR.. Will the. proposal: result in:

a) Subistantial’ air emissions or-deterioration® of ‘ambient’ air quality?* . . X .
b) The-creation: ofobjectionable’ odors?’ — - X
c¢) Alteration: of air-movement; moisture; or-temperature, or any. change:in,

climate, either locally. or regionally? _ _ X

DISCUSSION:

This project:is a set of revisions of regulations. which. governs: the preparation: of; Integrated! Waste: Management. plan, The
regulations do not.specifies particular-development: projects. Therefore, nosenvironment: impacts are expected.

I1I. WATER. Will: the: proposaliresult in: : Yes: Maybe No

a) Changes' in' currents; or the:course:of direction of 'water movements,, in:
either marine: or: freshwaters?’

b) Changes in.absorption: rates, drainage: patterns, or the: rate: and' amount:
surface’ runoff?’ ’

¢) Alterations. to' the:course or flow of: flood: waters?:

T

d) Changes in the-amount: of surface: water. in.any water. body?

¢) Discharge: into: surface- waters;, ot iniany: alteration: of surface water:
quality,. including;. but.not: limitedi to;. temperature, dissolved! oxygem
or turbidity?

>
|

f). Alteration: of ' the:direction: or rate: of. flow of. ground! waters?:

g) Change: in. the: quantity of ground: waters;. either through: direct: additions:
or-withdrawals;, or thirough. interception: of an.aquifér: By cuts: or excavations?’

|:-<

h) Substantial reduction. in:lie: amount: ofi water otherwise: available: for. public:
water supplies?’

=

i) Exposure: off people: or property: to; water. related: Hazards such. as: flooding ot
lidal: waves?'

|><

DISCUSSION,

This project is a set of.revisions of regulations; which: governs: thie' preparation: ofi Integrated: Waste: Management plan. The
regulations do not specifies: particular development projects. Therefore;. notenvironment: impacts are! expected:

IV. PLANT LIFE. Will' the proposal result in:

a) Change in the diversity of species, or number or any species of plants

[0S



(including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, and aquatic plants)? —_— _ X
b} Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare, or endangered species of plants? _ _ _X
¢} Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or in a barrier to the

normal replenishment of existing species? - . X
'd) Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop? - _ X

DISCUSSION

This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integrated Waste Management plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.

V., ANIMAL LIFE. Will the proposal result in:

a) Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds;

land animals, including reptiles; fish and shellfish, benthic organisms or insects)? . _ X
b) Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare, or endangered species or animals? _ - L
¢) Introduction of new species of animals into an area, or result in a barrier to the

migration or movement of animals? _ _ X
d) Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat? _ _ D. 4

DISCUSSION
This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integrated Waste Management plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.
V1. NOISE. Will the proposal result in:

a) Increases in exi'sting noise levels?

b) Exposure of people to severe noise levels?
DISCUSSION

This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integraied Waste Management plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.

VII. LIGHT and GLARE. Will the proposal: ’ : Yes Maybe No
a} Produce new light or glare? - - X
DISCUSSION

This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integrated Waste Managemeni plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.

VIII. LAND USE. Will the proposal result in:

[><

a) Substantial alteration of the present or planned land use of an area?

10



LiHCUSSION

Regulations ‘revisions .¢o not propose specific developments. Therefore, 'no-environmen: :impacts are.expected. .

IX. NATURAL RESOURCES. ‘Will :the :proposal -result in:
a)ilncrease in-the rate:of use of any ;natural :resources? ‘ X
DISCUSSION
This project .is a set .of-revisions of regulations :which -governs the ;preparation :of ‘Integrated Waste ‘Management ‘plan. The
regulations do-not -specifies particular development -projects. Therefore, ‘no:environment -impacts.are expected,
X. RISK OF-UPSET. ‘Will ;the proposal :involve:
.a) A-risk of an.explosion or the:release ‘of hazardous-substances (including,
but not limited to: oil, pesticides, ¢hemicals .or radiation) in:the.event
of.an.accident or-upset:condition? . X

b) Possible interference with an.emezgency ‘response plan or.an emergency
evacuation plan? X

DISCUSSION
Article 6.1 deals -with :S6lid -Waste -Generation :Studies :which requires sorting-of-solid waste. there:may .be a potential health

hazards from landfill ;gases and hazardous :wastes. :Potential impacts -would e .site-specific :and dependent on the type of material
found. Mitigation Measures-to reduce ‘any ipotential impacts must comply .with applicdble local, state or:federal regulations.

Mitigation :Measures

The mitigation ‘measures :necessary to-reduce any- impacts .to-less+than-significant ‘levels ,are ‘to be:in.conformance. of "Injury
Iliness Prevention:Program” "Plan described -in Title'8.
XI. POPULATION. Wiil:the proposal:

‘a) ‘Alter the"location, -distribution,«density or growth rate:of‘the human
Jpopulationof-an area?

i

DISCUSSION

This projectis a set:of:revisions of regulations which ;governsithepreparation :of Integrated Waste:Management-pian.. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Theréfore, :no environment :impacts :are .expected.

XII. HOUSING. Will>the-proposal:
a) Affect existing housing, or.create :a-demand for :additional -housing? - , X
DISCUSSION

This project is a set of'revisions-of regulations .which governs the preparation of:Integrated”Waste .Management plan.. The
regulations do not-specifies particular development projects. Therefore, -no-environment Jimpacts are expected.. . N

XIIT. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Will the proposal result in:

57



.a) Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement? - - X
b) Effects on existing parking facilities, or demand for new parking? - _ X
<) Substami‘al impact upon existing transporation systems? —_— - X
d) Alterations to present patierns of circulation or movement of people

and/or goods? — —_ X_
¢) Alterations to waterbormne, rail or air traffic? _ _ X
f) Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? _ _ X

DISCUSSION
This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Imegréted Waste Management plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Wil the proposal have an effect upon, or re;ult ina ﬁeed
for a new or altered governmental services in any of the following areas:
a) Fire protection?
b) Police protection?
_.c) Schools?
d) Parks or other recreational facilities?

e) Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?

A o ol ol o

f) Other governments services?

DISCUSSION

This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integrated Waste Management plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projecis. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected. '

XV. ENERGY. Will the proposal result in: Yes Maybe No
a) Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy? X
b) Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the

development of new sources of energy?

DISCUSSION

This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integrated Waste Management plan. The

regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected,

XVI. UTILITIES and SERVICE SYSTEMS. Wiil the proposal result in a need for new

systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities:

a) Power or natural gas?

b) Communications systems?

c) Waier?
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d) Sewer or septic tanks? - - X
¢) Storm water drainage? _ - X
.

d) Solid waste and disposal? _
DISCUSSION

This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation .of Integrated Waste Managemen: plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.

XVII. HUMAN HEALTH. ‘Will the proposal :result in:

a) Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard (excluding

mental health)? _ X _
b) Exposure of people to potential health hazards? _ X _
DISCUSSION

Article 6.1 deals ‘with Solid Waste -Generations ‘Studies which requires solid waste characterization. Characterization of solid
waste may include sorting of solid waste, which may result in potential health hazards from hazardous material such as medical
waste containing sharp needles, dead animals, and disease-bearing vectors.

Mitigation Measures

Personnel performing such waste sort should be adequately trained with emphasis on safety, health, and emergency procedures.
Workers should wear protective clothing such as hard hats, face or eye shields, coverails, safety vesi, PVC boots with steel toe
and full midsole. In cases where hazardous substances are found, the worker should wamn-others and notify their supervisors.
Mitigation measures for reducing health hazards from conducting waste characterization are commonly required by local .
jurisdictions. : ’
XVII. AESTHETICS. Will the proposal .resuli in:

a) The obstruction of anyscenic vista or view open to the public?

b) The creation of .an aesthetically offensive site open to public view?
DISCUSSION
This project is a set of revisions of regulations which.govemns the preparation of ‘Integrated Waste ‘Management plan. The
regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no.environment -impacts are expected.
XIX. RECREATION. Will the proposal result in:

a) Impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreationa! opportuniiies? X
DISCUSSION
This project is a set of revisions of regulations which :governs the preparation of Integrated "Waste ‘Management plan. The

regulations do not specifies particular-development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts.are expecied.

XX. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Will the proposal:

a) Result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic

R 1



archaeological site? o — o _

b) Result in adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic
building, structure, or abject? — —

¢) Have the potential to cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnic
culwwural values? _ _

d) Restrict existing retigious or sacred uses within the potential impact area?

' DISCUSSION

X

X
X

This project is a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integrated Waste Management plan. The

regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.

XX1. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a) Potential to degrade: Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of Yes Maybe
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause
a fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
- California history or prehistory? .

b) Short-term: Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the
disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-term impact on the
environment is one which occurs in a relatively, brief, definitive period of
time. Long-term impacts will endure well into the future.)

¢) Cumulative: Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (A project may impact on {wo or more separate resources
where the impact on each resource is relatively small, but where the effect on the
toral of those impacts on the environment is significant.)

d) Substantial adverse: Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

DISCUSSION

No

This project is -a set of revisions of regulations which governs the preparation of Integrated Waste Management plan. The

regulations do not specifies particular development projects. Therefore, no environment impacts are expected.

XXII. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION.
Approval of the proposed project will not result in significant environmenta! impacts.

HD



PROPOSED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROPOSED ‘REGULATION REVISIONS REGARDING ‘THE PREPARATION, ADOPTION
AND APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION -AND RECYCLING ELEMENT SRRE}
AND 'THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT (NDEE)

PROJECT 'DESCRIPTION

The project consists of proposed regulations which would améend
Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Division 7, Chapter 9,
by revising Article 6.1, Solid Waste Generation Studies, Setctions
18722-18724; Article 6.2, Source Reduction .and Recycling
Elements, Sections 18730-18748, 18760-18777 and adding Seétions
18752-1875%4.5; Article 6.4, Nondisposal Facility Elemént (NDFE) ;
Article 7.0, Procedures for Preparing and Revising City and
County Source Reduction and Recycling Elements, Sections 18770-
18775; and Article 8.0, Procedures for Preparing and Revising
Countywide Siting elements and Countywide Integrated Waste
Management Plans, Sections 18776-187790. Public Resources Code
section 40502, as revised by [Chapter 1169, statutes 6f 1993]
directs the Board to adopt emergency .regulations regarding the
preparation, adoption and approval of the SRRE and NDFE by
‘December 31, 1593.

PROPOSED FINDING

The regulations proposed by the California Integrated Waste
Management Board will not have a significant effect &n the
environment. The attached initial study documents this finding.

MITIGATION MEASURES

Several areas have been identified in the Environmental Checklist
portion of the Initial Study as having potential for signifiéant
environmental impacts. These are in the areas of : ¥risk &f
upset and human health. Staff believes that a combinati6n .of
adherence to existing federal, state and local laws, and site-
specific mitigation measures and conditions developed for each
project will insure that the impacts are not significant.

pacea: 1239 poos s Lie

——— et ettt

Dorothy Ricéz Deputy Director
Governmental and Regulatory Affairs Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board

i




Attachment 5

California Integrated ﬁaste Management Board
Resolution 93-138
December 15, 1993

Adoption of the Negative Declaration for Emergency Regulations
for Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Division 7, Chapter
9 Article 6.4, 6.2 and 7.0 -

WHEREAS, the California Environmental Quality Act (Public
Resources Code Section 1000 et. seq.), and State CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15074 (b) requires that prior to approval of a proposed
project, the decision-making boedy of the Board, as Lead Agency,
shall consider the proposed Negative Declaration for the adoption
of emergency regulaticns, together with any comments received
during the public review process. The decision-making body shall
approve the Negative Declaration if it finds on the basis of the
Initial Study and any comments received that there is no
substantial evidence that the project will have a significant
effect in the environment.

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed Negative
Declaration together with all comments received during the state
agency review period assigned by the State Clearinghouse and
. public review period announced in three newspapers of general
circulation throughout the State of California as required by the
State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15072(a).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board hereby deems the
proposed Negative Declaration complete.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board has determined that the

project as proposed will not have a significant effect on the
environment .

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board adopts the Negativé
‘Declaration, State Clearinghouse Number 93112080.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board directs staff to prepare

and submit a Notice of Determination of the project to the State

Clearinghouse for filing as requlred by the State CEQA
Guldellnes, Section 15075.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing. is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on December 15, 1993.

Dated:

Ralph E. Chandler
Executive Director

He
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Attachment 6

California Integrated Waste Mahagement Boatrd .
Resolution 93-137
December 15, 1993

Adoption of Emergency Regulations for Title 14, Cali-fo¥Fhia Code
of Regulations,*Division 7, Chapter 9 Article 6.4, 6.2 &nd 7.0
for the New Regulations for the Preparation of Clty dfid: County
Nondisposal Facility Elements, Revised: Regulationsg fo¥ the
Preparation of the Content of City, Counfy, ahd Regiocral Agency
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements, and Revised Reglilations
for the Procedures for Preparing and ReV151ng Ccity, Regiofial
Agency and County Source Reduction and Recycllng Eléments,
Household: Hazardous Waste Elements, and City and CSunty
Nondisposal Facility Elements. Co

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 40502 diredts the
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to adopt
emergency regulations regarding city, county and: regidnal agency
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements: and Nondisposal Facility
Elements no later than December 31, 1993; and

WHEREAS, these emergency regulations are: requlred 6. fadilitate
the 1mplementatlon of AB 2494 (Sher, Stats. 1992, ¢. 1292), AB

3001 (Cortese, Stats. 1992, c. 1291), and AB 440 (Shey, Stats.

1993, ¢. 1169); and

WHEREAS, AB: 440 regquires the Boardi to corduct two public¢ hearings .
to accept comment on the emergency’ regulatlons and hdctice the

emergency regulatiomns in the California Regulatory Notice

Register; and ‘

WHEREAS, On. October 20, 1993, the Office of Adwinidt¥adtive Law
publlshed the: Notice: for emergency regulatxons rulémskifg in thé
California Regulatory Notice Regigter; and

WHEREAS:, the Board conducted one public héaring in the City of
Whittier on. November 16, 1993, and one: public liearxing in the ity
of Sacramento on. November 19, 1993, to dccept commedt o the:
emergency regulationg; and:

WHEREAS, the Board' staff’ have reviged the regulatisnsg: ast
appropriate:; based on' public comment; and

WHEREAS},thestardTSFEoca%.RssistanceadndhﬁfanningLCbmmﬁttée
considered! the: emergency regulatien: at. its  Deceniber 7, L9973,
meeting, and’ found' the regulations to! be: adequate and diirected:
Board staff’ to. submit. the: requlations: for donsideratiicn. by the
Board on: December’ 15, 1993 and

WHEREAS:, an. Initial Study and! Negative Declaratlonﬁwere prepated

and pursuant. to. the: California Environmental. gualiity ACE. (CEQA)

and have been noticed for public review and comment. dndi have

fulfilled! all CEQA requirements.; and .

i : U



WHEREAS, the Board has fulfilled all of the requirements of
Government Code Sections 11346.1, 11346.2, paragraphs (2) to (6),
inclusive, of subdivision (a) of Section 11346.5, 11349.1 and
11349.6.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby adopts the
proposed emergency regulations for Title 14, California Code of
Regulations, Division 7, Chapter 9, Articles 6.4, 6.2 and 7.0.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to submit the
emergency regulations to the Office of Administrative Law for
review, approval, and filing with the Secretary of State.

Certification

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on December 15